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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 


Proclamation 3868 
WORLD LAW DAY, 1968 


By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 


The year 1968 has been designated by the United Nations as Inter- 
national Human Rights Year, and I have so proclaimed it for the 
United States. 


In this country and in many other nations of the world substantial 
progress has been made in expanding human rights in practice, as 
well as in principle. 


Yet even during this Human Rights Year, the world has witnessed— 
on several continents—a series of tragic acts that have denied human 
rights by aggression, terror, starvation, and other forms of coercion. 
The conscience of the world has been stunned by these acts. Men are 
beginning to understand that the rule of law and justice is imperative 
if nations are not to perish under a reign of force and violence. 


More than ever it is essential that the minds of men in every nation 
be focused upon the necessity for world peace through law if man- 
kind is to realize the hopes and aspirations enshrined in the United 
Nations Charter and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 


To that end, the World Conference on World Peace Through Law 
is meeting in Geneva this month. We hope and trust that the efforts 
of this eminent group of lawyers and judges will enhance the role of 
law and legal institutions—so that the means for peaceful settlement 


of disputes between men and nations may be achieved and accepted 
by all. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, believing that there should be set aside 
one day in Human Rights Year on which appropriate observance of 
the importance of the role of law to mankind’s search for world peace 
and universal respect for human rights can be publicly recognized, do 
hereby proclaim September 16, 1968, as World Law Day in the United 
States. I call upon all citizens of the United States, all public and 
private officials, members of the legal profession, public and private 
organizations, and all men of good will to arrange public ceremonies 
on World Law Day in courts, schools and universities, and other public 
places in order that we may rededicate ourselves to fulfilling man’s 
need of international law for world peace. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, [ have hereunto set my hand this 14th 
day of September, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and sixty- 
eight, and of the Independence of the United States of America the 
one hundred and ninety-third. 


[F.R. Doe. 68-11360; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 9:26 a.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 
Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Administration, Department of Transportation 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES 
[Reg. Docket No. 9103; Amdt. 614] 


PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same 
classification now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is 
republished in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97 
(14 CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: 

1. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to delete low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 


Alpena, Mich.—Phelps-Collins, ADF 1, Amdt. 6, 17 Apr. 1965 (established under Subpart C). 

Grand Rapids, Mich—Kent County, ADF 1, Amdt. 3, 18 Dec. 1965 (established under Subpart C). 

Land O’Lakes, Wis.—King’s Land O’Lakes Municipal, ADF 1, Amdt. 1, 20 Aug. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

Monroe, La.—Monroe Municipal,_NDB (ADF) Runway 4, Amdt. 5, 4 Mar. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 

Mount Vernon, Ill.—Mount Vernon Outland, ADF 1, Orig., 6 Nov. 1965 (established under Subpart C). 

Oshkosh, Wis.—Winnebago County, ADF 1, Amdt. 5, 19 Nov. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

Roswell, N. Mex.—Roswell Industrial Air Center, NDB (ADF) Runway 21, Amdt. 1, 9 May 1968 (established under Subpart C). 
Shreveport, La.—Greater Shreveport Municipal, NDB (ADF) Runway 13, Amdt. 13, 11 Mar. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 
Cotulla, Tex.—Cotulla Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 5, 16 Apr. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

Dodge City, Kans.—Dodge City Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 9, 29 Oct. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—Kent County, VOR 1, Amdt. 2, 18 Dec. 1965 (established under Subpart C). 

Hobart, Okla.—Hobart Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 2, 14 Dec. 1963 (established under Subpart C). 

Monroe, La.—Monroe Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 9, 7 May 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

Oshkosh, Wis.—Winnebago County, VOR-1, Amdt. 6, 21 Mar. 1968 (established under Subpart C). 

Roswell, N. Mex.—Roswell Industrial Air Center, VOR-1, Orig., 23 Sept. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 


2. By amending § 97.13 of Subpart B to delete terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures as follows: 


Alpena, Mich.—Phelps-Collins, TerVOR-12, Orig., 15 Jan. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 
Alpena, Mich.—Phelps-Collins, TerVOR-18, Orig., 15 Jan. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 
Alpena, Mich.—Phelps-Collins, TerVOR-36, Orig., 15 Jan. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 
Yankton, S. Dak.—Chan Gurney Municipal, TerVOR-13, Orig., 27 May 1965 (established under Subpart C). 


s 3. By amending § 97.15 of Subpart Bto delete very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) 
procedures as follows: 


Monroe, La.—Monroe Municipal, VOR/DME 2, Amdt. 1, 24 July 1965 (established under Subpart C). 
4. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to amend instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPe ILS 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical miles 
unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach ap 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approaches shall be made over specifi 
routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition Ceiling and visibility minimums 


2-engine or less More than 
Minimum ret 
altitude Condition 65 knots More more than 
(feet) ; or less - 65 65 knots 
nots 


2600 300-1 
2300 

Direct 2300 
a ae ae Via CRL R 010° 


2300 

2300 Category II special authorization required: TDZ 
Elevation, 638’. Decision height—S-dn-3L DH 
150, RVR 1600’, 788’ MSL, RA 154’. 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn E side of ers, 212° Outbnd, 032° Inbnd, 2300’ within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 2300’. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at LOM, 2246’—5.9 miles; at LMM, 841’—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.9 miles te ab pen LOM, make left-climbing turn 


to 2300’ and proceed to YIP VOR or, when directed by ATC, make left-climbing turn to 2300’ and return to DT LOM. Category II approach: Climb to 1000’, then make 
left-climbing turn to 2400’ and proceed to YIP VOR. 


Notes: Distance DH 150 to runway, 2281’. Distance inner marker to 3L, 1111’. 

$400-34 uired when glide slope not utilized: o> authorized with operative ALS except for 4-engine turbojets. 
istance, OM to Runway 3R, 037°—6.4 

*RVR 2400 authorized Runways 3L and 21R. 

**RVR 2000’. 4eng. turbojets; RVR 1800’ other aircraft. 


City, Detroit (Romulus); State, Mich.; Airport name, Detroit Metropolitan—Wayne County Elev., 639’; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., -DTW; Procedure No. ILS-3L-R, Amdt. 17; 
; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 16; Dated, 12 Nov. 66 
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14050 RULES AND REGULATIONS 


5. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to delete instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 


Grand Rapids, MichKent County, ILS-26, Amdt. 3, 18 Dec. 1965 (established under Subpart C). - 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—Kent County, ILS-8, Amdt. 3, 18 Dec. 1965 (back crs) (established under Subpart C). 

Monroe, La.—Monroe Municipal, ILS Runway 4, Amdt. 7, 4 Mar. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 

Oshkosh, Wis.—Winnebago County, ILS-9, Amdt. 8, 17 Dec. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

Roswell, N. Mex.—Roswell Industrial Air Center, ILS Runway 21, Amdt. 1, 9 May 1968 (established under Subpart C). 
Shreveport, La.—Greater Shreveport Municipal, ILS Runway 13, Amdt. 13, 11 Mar. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 
Shreveport, La.—Greater Shreveport Municipal, LOC (BC) Runway 31, Amdt. 8, 22 Apr. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 


6. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to establish very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-distance 
measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indieated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 


If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach proced' 


ure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
From— Te— Via ——. MAP: APN VORTAC. 
(feet, 


R 190°, APN VORTAC clockwise 10-mile DME Arc 2600 Climb to 2200’ on R 129°, make left turn 
R 070°, APN VORTAC counterclockwise R 309°, APN VORTAC 10-mile DME Arc 


2600 within 10 miles and return to APN 
10-mile DME Are Leer Int/4-mile DME Fix (NOPT)-_... APN R 309° 1160 VORTAC. 


Supplementary charting information: Final 
approach crs intercepts runway center- 
line 5000’ from threshold. TDZ elevation, 
689’. 

Procedure turn § side of crs, 309° Outbnd, 129° Inbnd, 2200’ within 10 miles of APN VORTAC. 
Final approach crs, 129°. 

Minimum altitude over Leer Int/4-mile DME Fix, 1160’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—1800’; 090°-180°—2000’; 180°-270°—2300’; 270°-360°—2300’. 

Nore: Runway lights on Runway 18/36 only. 

*Straight-in night minimums not applicable. 


DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
B 
HAT MDA HAT MDA HAT MDA 


471 60 471 1160 471 1160 
vis HAA MDA HAA MDA HAA MDA 
1 471 1160 471 1160 1% 471 1240 
VOR/DME or VOR/NDB Minimums: 
MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis 
1 411 1100 1 411 1100 1 411 1100 1 


Standard. T 2-eng. er less—Standard: T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Alpena; State, Mich.; Airport name, Phelps-Collins; Elev., 689’; Facility, APN; Procedure No. VOR Runway 12; Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. TerVOR- 
12, Orig.; Dated, 15 Jan. 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PRocEDURE—TyPs VOR—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
From— To— Via —— MAP: APN VORTAC. 
fleet) 


R 230°, APN VORTAC clockwise R 350°, APN VORTAC 10-mile DME Are 2600 Climb to 2100’ on APN VORTAC R 170°, 
R 110°, APN VORTAC counterclockwise__... R 350°, APN VORTAC 10-mile DME Arc---- 2600 make left turn within 10 miles, return to 
10-mile DME Are Homer Int/5-mile DME Fix (NOPT). APN R 350° 1160 APN VORTAC. 
Supplementary charting information: TDZ 
elevation, 689’. 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 350° Outbnd, 170° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles of APN VORTAC. 


Final approach crs, 170°. 

Minimum altitude over Homer Int/5-mile DME Fix, 1160’. 

MS A: 000°-090°—1800’; 090°-180°—2000’ ; 180°-270°—2300’ ; 270°-360°—2300’. 

Notes: (1) Runway lights on Runways 18/36 only. (2) Inoperative table does not apply to REIL Runway 18. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





B 
MDA 





1160 
MDA 
1 471 1160 
VOR/DME or VOR/NDB Minimums: 


MDA VIS HAT MDA 


% 411 1100 % % 411 
T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


vIs HAT 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


City, Alpena; State, Mich.; Airport name, Phelps-Collins; Elev., 689; Facility, APN; Procedure No. VOR Runway 18, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
TerVOR-18, Orig.; Dated, 15 Jan. 66 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
Via altitudes MAP: APN VORTAC. 


From— To— 
(feet) 


R 070°, APN VORTAC clockwise R 190°, APN VORTAC 10-mile DME Are a 2600 Climb to 2100 on APN R 010°, return to 
.--- 10mile DME Arc. 2600 APN VORTAC within 10 miles. 


R 309°, APN VORTAC counterclockwise..... R 190°, APN VORTAC... 
10mile DME Are -. 4mile DME Fix (NOPT).... .... APN R 190° 1160 a charting information: TDZ, 
elevation, 684’. 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 190° Outbnd, 010° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles of APN VORTAC. 


Final approach crs, 010°. 
Minimum altitude over 4mile DME Fix, 1160’. 
MSA: 000°-090°—1800’; 090°-180°—2000’; 180°-270°—2300’; 270°-360°—2300’. 


Note: Runway lights on Runways 18/36 only. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A B 


% 


HAA MDA 
1 471 1160 1% 
VOR/DME Minimums: 
MDA vis HAT MDA 
416 1100 
T 2eng. or less—Standard. 


vis vis HAT MDA 
% % 416 1100 
T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Alpena; State, Mich.; Airport name, Phelps-Collins; Elev., 689’; Facility, APN; Procedure No. VOR Runway 63, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. TerVOR 
Runway 36, Amdt. 1; Dated, 15 Jan. 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE VOR—Continued 


Terminal routes 


Minimum 
altitudes 
(feet) 


To— 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 076° Outbnd, 256° Inbnd, 1600’ within 10 miles of COT VORTAC, 
FAF, COT VORTAC. Final approach * 256’. Distance FAF to Map, 5 miles. 
Minimum altitude over COT VORTAC, 
MSA: 000°-090°—2000’; 090°-180°—1700’ ; {s0"-270°—1900; 270°-360°—2000’ : 
CAUTION: 553’ tower, 0.6 mile W SW; 562’ water tower, 1.1 miles SW; 839’ tower, 3.9 miles SW of airport. 
*Night minimums not authorized. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


Cc 
vis 


A B 


vIs HAA 


389 940 NA 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


T over 2-eng.—Standard: 


Missed approach 


MAP: 5 miles after passing COT VORTAC 


Climbi ht turn to 2000’ direct to COT 
VORTAC and hold.# 

Supplementary chart information: 
#Hold E, 1-minute right turns, 256 
inbnd. Final approach crs aligned to 
center of landing area. 


A 
N 


City, Cotulla; State, Tex.; Airport name, Cotulla Municipal; Elev., 471’; Facility, COT; Procedure No. VOR-1, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 3 Oct, 68; Sup. Amdt. No. VOR 1, Amdt, 


5; Dated, ié Apr. 66 


Terminal routes 
Acai caantediaaeapaieieiipdantnans napintas 
Minimum 
From— Via altitudes 
(feet) 


To— 


4100 
4100 


R 073°, DDC VORTAC counterclockwise.... R 330°, DDC VORTAC (NOPT)____ 7-mile are...-.-........... — 
R 330°, DDC VORTAC (NOPT).-.... 7-mile arc....._-----__-... 


R 266°, DDC VORTAC clockwise 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 330° Outbnd, 150° Inbnd, 4100’ within 10 miles of DDC VORTAC; 
FAF, DDC VORTAC. Final approach crs, 150°. Distance FAF to MAP, 5.3 miles. 

Minimum altitude over DDC VORTAC, 4100’. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—3600’; 090°-180°—4000’ ; 180°-270°—4500’ ; 270°-360°—3800's 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A 
VIS 


B c 


MDA HAT MDA HAT MDA vis 


1 


vis 
1 


277 
HAA 
426 


2860 
MDA 
3060 


277 
HAA 
466 


2860 
MDA 
3060 


1 
-VIS 
1% 


MDA 


3020 1 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


MAP: 5.3 miles after DDC 
VORTAC, — 


Make left turn, climb to 4100’, return to 
DDC VORTAC. 
Supplementary information: 
DZ elevation, 2583’. 


HAT 


277 
HAA 
466 


NA 


NA 


T over 2-eng.—Standard: 


City, Dodge City;State, Kans.; Airport name, Dodge City ae per 2594’; Facility, DDC; Procedure No. VOR Runway 14, Amdt. 10; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt: 


VoR1, Amdt. 9; Dated, 29 Oct. 66 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 181—TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1968 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TryPEs VOR—Continued 
Terminal routes Missed approach 


MAP: 5.7 miles after passing GRR VOR. 





Saranac Int Climb to 2500’ = proceed to Walker Int 

Comstock Int RR VOR vis GRR R 

Orangeville Int Z Su plementary iain information: TDZ 
: evation. 





Procedure turn E side of crs, 171° Outbnd, 351° Inbnd, 2900’ within 10 miles of GRR VOR. 
FAF, GRR VOR. Final a) Rvow ers, 351°. Distance FAF to MAP, 5.7 miles. 

Minimum altitude over G R, 2600’. 

MSA: 090°-270°—2900’; 270°-090°—2300’ 

Note: Inoperative components table does not apply to REILs Runway 36. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A B 
vis HAT MDA 


1 352 1140 1 352 1140 1 352 NA 
MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS . HAA MDA vIs HAA 
1 447 1260 1 467 1260 14 467 NA 


Standard. T 2eng. or Less—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard allother T over 2-eng.—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard all other 
Runways. Runways. 





City, Grand Rapids; State, Mich.; Airport name, Kent County; Elev., 793’; Facility, GRR; Procedure No. VOR Runway 36, Amdt. 3; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
VOR 1, Amdt. 2; Dated, 18 Dec. 65 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
To— y — MAP: 7 miles after passing HBR VOR. 
(feet) 





Climb to 3100’ on R 353°, right turn, direct 

to HBR VOR and hold. 
eet charting information: Hold 
, 173°-353° Inbnd, right turns, 1 minute 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 173° Outbnd, 353° Inbnd, 3100’ within 10 miles of HBR VOR. 
FAF, HBR VOR. Final approach crs, 353°. Distance FAF to MAP, 7 miles. 

Minimum altitude over HBR VOR, 2300’. 

MSA: 000°-270°—3500’; 270°-360°—3200’. 

Note: Night operations authorized Runways 17/35 only. 


DayY AND Nicut MINIMUMS 





B 
HAT 7 HAT 


496 2060 1 1 496 
MDA S HAA MDA vIs vIs HAA MDA 
496 2060 1 14 496 
Standard. T 2-£ng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Hobart; State, Okla.; Airport name, Hobart Municipal; Elev., 1564’; Facility, HBR; Procedure No. VOR Runway 35, Amdt. 3; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
VOR 1, Amdt. 2; Dated, 14 Dec. 63 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TrYPEB YVOR—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


SSS 
Minimum MAP: 4.2 miles after passing MLU VO 
From— To— Via altitudes TAC, - 


(feet) 
R 067° MLU VORTAC clockwise...£ R 216°, MLU VORTAC 7 1600 — pee 2000’ on MLU R 036° within 20 
R 292°, MLU VORTAC counterclockwise.... R 216°, MLU VORTAC 
7-mile Are. MLU VORTAC (NOPT) 


mx... plninentary, charting information: TDZ 
vation, 77’. 


Procedure turn § side of ers, 216° Outbnd, 036° Inbnd, 1400’ within 10 miles of MLU VORTAC, 
FAF, MLU VORTAC. Final approach crs, 036°, Distance FAF to MAP, 4.2 miles. 
Minimum altitude over MLU VORTAC, 1200’. 
MSA: 140°-230°—3100’; 230°-140°—1900’. 
Day and Nicut Minm™vums 


B 
HAT MDA vis HAT MDA 


323 400 % 323 400 
HAA MDA vis HAA vis 
401 540 1 461 1% 461 
T 2-Eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Monroe; State, La.; Airport name, Monroe Municipal; Elev., 79’; reoity, Ae eee No. VOR Runway 4, Amdt. 10; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. VOR1 
t y 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
To— altitudes MAP: OSH VOR. 
(feet) 


Climb to 2600 on R 093° within 10 miles of 
VOR, return to VOR. 

Supplementary charting information: 
Final approach crs interce te runway 
centerline 3000’ from threshold, 825’ stack, 
0.16 mile NE. TDZ elevation, 795’. 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 273° Outbnd, 093° Inbnd, 2600’ within 10 miles of OSH VOR. 
Final approach ers, 093°. 


MSA: 000°-180°—2700’; 180°-270°—2400’; ; 270°-360°—2200’ 

Nores: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Use Green Bay altimeter setting when OSH control zone not effective. (3) Circling and straight-in MDA increased 160’ and alternate 
minimums not authorized when control zone not effective except for operators with approved weather reporting service. (4) Runways 4/22 and 13/31 unlighted. (5) Inoperative 
table does not apply to HIRL or REIL Runway 9. 

%IFR departure procedure: Aircraft departing Runway 9 climb to 1300’ on runway heading before proceeding on ers. Restrietion due to 825’ stack, 0.16 mile NE. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B Cc 
VIs 


405 1200 1 1 405 1200 
HAA MDA vIs vIs HAA 
425 1260 1 1% 465 1360 
T 2-eng. or less—Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


City, Oshkosh; State, Wis.; Airport name, Winnebago County; Elev., 795’; Facility, OSH; Procedure No. VOR Runway 9, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPEe VOR—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
altitudes MAP: OSH VOR. 
(feet) 


To— 


Climb to 2200 on R 307°, OSH VOR 
within 10 miles, return to VOR. When 
directed by ATC, climb to 2200 on R 
088°, OSH VOR within 10 miles, return 
to VOR. 

Supplementary charting information: 825’ 
stack, 0.16 mile NE. T DZ elevation, 795’ 





Procedure turn E side of crs, 180° Outbnd, 360° Inbnd, 2200’ within 10 miles of OSH VOR. 
Final approach crs, 


MSA: 000°-180°—2700’; 180°-270°—2400’; 270°-360°—2200’ 


Notes: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Use Green Bay altimeter setting when OSH control zone not effective. (3) Circling and straight-in MDA increased 160’ and alternate mini- 
mums not authorized when control zone not effective except for operators with approved weather reporting service. (4) Runways 4/22 and 13/31 unlighted. 


%IF R departure procedure: Aircraft departing Runway 9 climb to 1300’ on runway heading before proceeding on crs. Restriction due to 825’ stack, 0.16 mile NE. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B Cc 
vis 


1200 1 405 1200 1 405 1200 1 
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vIs 
425 1260 1 465 1260 1% 45 1360 2 
T 2-eng. or les —Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


City Oshkosh; State, Wis.; Airport name, Winnebago County; Elev. ’; Facility, OSH; Procedure No. VOR Runway 36, Amdt. 7; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
voR- 1, Amdt.'6; Dated, 21 Mar. 68 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: 4.6 miles after passing ROW 
To— “~—o VORTAC. 


Climb to 6000’ on R 106°, right turn, direct 
to ROW VORTAC and hold.* 
“fold “W, 1 charting information: 
M. W, 1i-minute right turns, 106° 
nd 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 286° Outbnd, 106° Inbnd, 5500’ within 10 miles of ROW VORTAC. 
FAF, ROW VORTAC. Final approach crs, 106°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 miles. 

Minimum altitude over ROW VORTAC, 5000’. 

MSA: 060°-160°--5000’; 160°-320°—8000’; 320°-060°—6000’. 

Nore: Use Roswell FSS altimeter setting when control zone not effective. 


*Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting service . 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Roswell; State, N. Mex.; Airport name, Roswell Industrial Air Center; Elev., 3669’; Facility, ROW; Procedure No. VOR 1, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. 
No. VOR-1, Orig.; Dated, 23 Sept. 67 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE YVOR—C 
Terminal routes 


To— 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 312° Outbnd, 132° Inbnd, 2800’ within 10 miles of YEN VOR. 
Final approach crs, 132°. 

Minimum altitude over Utica FM, 1940’ *(2160’ when control zone not effective): 

MSA: 000°-360°—3100’, 


ontinued 


Minimum 
altitudes 
(feet) 


Missed approach 


_ Cs 


MAP: YEN VOR. 


Climb to 3100’ on R 132° within 10 miles 

return to VOR. 

Speiomanters charting information: 
tica Fan Marker (Class LFM eliptical 
attern) on YKN VOR R 312°, “0,859 
om the approach end of Runway 13, 

2100’ tower at 42°54’50’’/97°19’00’". LRCO 
122.1 R 123.6R. TDZ Elevation, 1303, 


*Use Sioux Falls altimeter setting when control zone not effective. Circling and straight-in MDA increase 220’ and alternate minimums not authorized when control zone 


not effective, except operators with approved weather reporting service. 


%I¥F R departure procedures: When weather is below 1000-2 for aircraft departing eastbound, flight below 2600’ prohibited between YKN VOR R 011° and R 141° inclusive, 


Restriction due to 2100’ tower, 2.8 miles E of airport. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


MDA VIS 
1 


1 


MDA vis vis 


‘1760 1 


1% 


aeoccewee Standerd.® T 2-eng. or less—Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


City, Yankton; State, 8. Dak.; Airport name, Chan Gurney Municipal; Elev., 1303’; Facility, YKN; Procedure No. VOR Runway 13, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt, 


No. TerVOR-13, Orig.; Dated, 27 May 65 
Terminal routes 


From— To— 


TU gi _. mile DME Fix, R 036°____.__.._.__.. Direct. 
B 134°, MLU VORTAC counterclockwise... R 036°, MLU VORTAC_----_-------. 15-mile Are MLU, R 044° 


lead radial. 
R 262°, MLU VORTAC clockwise_........-. <e  OR, ELU VO RTA... ncencesued ns or R 028° - 
I icccitedetecetcndtntenminee 9mile DME, R 036° (NOPT)......... MLU R 036°................ on 
Pont ure turn W ae of ers, 036° Outbnd, 216° Inbnd, 1700’ within 10 miles of mile DME Fix: 
i crs, ; 
iiekuem altitude over 9-mile DME, 1100’; 
MSA: 140°-230°—3100’; 230°-140°—1900’. 
DAY AND NiGHT MINIMUMS 
B 
MDA vis 
3 
HAA MDA vis 
401 540 1 


Minimum 
altitudes 
(feet) 


% 
vis 


1% 


Missed approach 


MAP: 5-mile DME Fix: 


Climb to 1400 direct to MLU VORTAC 
and hold.* 


—er, coasting information: 
*Hold SW, 216°-036° Inbnd, 1-minute 
right turns. TDZ Elevation, 78’, 


HAT 


382 
HAA 
461 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Monroe; State, La.; Airport name, Monroe Municipal; Elev., 79’; Facility, MLU; Procedure No. VOR/DME Runway 22, Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No- 


VOR/DME 2, Amdt. 1; Dated, 24 July 65 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 14057 


7. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to amend very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-distance 
measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPs VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth Ww. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
To— altitudes MAP: BZN VOR. 
(feet) 


6500 Climbing right turn to 6500 on R 290°, 
within 10 miles, return to VOR. 
Fina! approach crs intercepts runway 


centerline at 3550’ from threshold. TDZ 
elevation, 4421’. b 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 290° Outbnd, 110° Inbnd, 6500’ within 10 miles of BZN VOR. 

Final approach crs, 110°. 

MSA: 000°-090°—10,700’; 090°-180°—12,100’; 180°-270°—12,100’; 270°-360°—9500’. 

Notes: (1) Final approach from holding pattern not authorized. Procedure turn required. (2) Runway 3/21 unlighted. 

#Sliding scale not authorized. 

%IF R departure procedures: Takeoff all runways: Aircraft departing southeastbound climb in right-hand holding pattern on BZN VOR, R 290° or 290° bearing from NDB 
to depart the VOR at 9300’ or above; aircraft departing southbound and northwestbound climb in right-hand holding pattern on BZN VOR, R 290° or 290° bearing from NDB 
to 7400’ before proceeding on crs. 

Day aND Nicut MINIMUMS 
B 


MDA 


639 5060 
HAA MDA vis HAA MDA 
599 5060 1 1% 599 5060 
T 2-eng. or less—Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


City, Bozeman; State, Mont.; Airport name, Gallatin Field; Elev., 4461’; Facility, BZN; Procedure No. VOR Runway 12, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. VOR-1, 
Amdt. 3; Dated, 6 June 6 


hes amending § 97.25 of Subpart C to establish localizer (LOC) and localizer-type directional aid (LDA) procedures 
as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCcEDURE—TyPE LOC 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation: 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 


If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such —_ authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


MAP: 4.7 miles after passing Wilson Int. 


Ce 2500’ and proceed direct to GR 
8u plementary charting information: 


ater tank 892’ at 42°53’31” and 85°35’42” 
unlighted. TDZ elevation, 793’. 


Procedure turn § side of ers, 262° Outbnd, 082° Inbnd, 2500’ within 10 miles of Wilson Int. 
FAF, Wilson Int. Final approach crs, 082°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.7 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Int, 2100’. 

Norte: Inoperative components table does not apply to REILs Runway 8. 


Day AND Nicat Mmuimoums 


B Cc D 
HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT 


367 1160 % 367 1160 % 367 1 367 
HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA 
“47 1260 1 467 1260 1% 467 1360 2 567 


T 2eng. or less—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard all other T over 2-eng.—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard all other 
runways. runways. 


City, Grand Rapids; State, Mich.; Airport name, Kent County; Elev., ae ee ee Tape (BC) Runway 8, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt, 
o. ILS-8, b ers); Dated, ee. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPB LOC—Continued 


Terminal routes 


Missed approach 
From— 


Minimum 
a MAP: 4.5 miles after passing Forbing Int. 
(feet, 


A rN eae -- Forbing Int 2300 Climb to 3000’ on NW crs SHV LOC 
Forbing Int 1800 within 10 miles or, climbing left turn to 
1800’ intercept SHV VORTAC, R 184° 

to within 20 miles. 

Supplementary charting information: 


Depict Forbing Int as radar fix and 
VHF Int. TDZ elevation, 226’. 


FAF, Forbing Int. Final approach crs, 316°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.5 
Minimum altitude over Forbing Int, 1600’. 
Note: Radar vectoring. 


% RVR &, Runway 13. 


Procedure turn not authorized. One-minute holding pattern, SE of ty fy Int, 316° Inbnd, left turns 1800’. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B 
VIS 


% 
vis 
1 


T 2eng. or less—Standard. % T over 2-eng.—Standard. % 


City, Shreveport; State, La.; Airport name, Greater Shreveport Municipal; Elev., 257’ ae I-SHV; Procedure No. LOC (BC) Runway 31, Amdt. 9; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; 
A Sup. Amdt. No. 8; Dated, 22 Apr. ‘67 


9. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to establish nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) pro- 
cedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TrPB NDB (ADF) 
B , courses and radials are etic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above rae elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise in icated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 
If an instrument app: eee 


jure of the above t type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the fo! 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for 


such ee authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach Soe aeeaee aa nititudes seal a= ond 
with those ex established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth 


Terminal routes Missed approach 
Minimum 
To— 


= MAP: 4.4 miles after passing APN NDB. 
(feet 


Climbing left turn to 2000’ direct to NDB. 


Su a, — information: TDZ 
elevation, 689’. 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 004° Outbnd; 184° Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles of APN NDB. 
FAF, APN NDB. Final approach crs, 184°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.4 milk 

Minimum altitude over APN NDB, 1800’. 

MSA: 000°-360°—2200’ 

Note: Runway lights. on Runways 18/36 only. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A B 
Vis HAT MDA VIs 


391 1080 1 
HAA MDA VIS 
471 1160 1 


471 
T 2-eng. or iess—Standard. 


T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Alpena; State, Mich.; Airport name, Phelps-Collins; Elev., 689’; poet. APN; Procedure No. 7 (ADF) Runway 18, Amdt. 7; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
ADF 1, Amdt. 6; ‘Dated, 17 Apr. 65 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPzs NDB (ADF)—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
To— = MAP: 6.1 miles after passing GR LOM. 


Direct — 
ille Int. Su) cemetery charting information: 
GRE VOR i f Z elevation, 792’. 
Sun Int 
Wilson Int 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 082° Outbnd, 262° Inbnd, 2500’ within 10 miles of GR LOM. 
FAF, GR LOM. Final x Or LOM, sor ers, 262°. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.1 miles. 

Minimum altitude — Ss 

MSA: 000°-090°—2400’; 090°- on Sa00 180°-270°—2900; 270°-360°—2300’. 


Day aND Nieft Moos 


B c D 
Se 
MDA vIs HAT MDA vis MDA vis HAT 


1200 RVR 40 1200 RVR 40 1200 RVR 50 408 
MDA vis HAA MDA vIs HAA MDA vis HAA 
447 1260 1 467 1260 1% 467 1360 2 467 


T Zeng. or less—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard all other T over 2eng.—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard all other 
runways. runways. 


, Grand Rapids; State, Mi¢h.; Air name, Kent Count: 3 Mies. ae Facility, GR; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 26, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. 
o~ - . ADF 1, Amdt. 3; Dated, 18 Dec. 65 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
altitudes MAP: LNL NDB. 
(feet) 


LNL NDB Direet. 3200 Climbing left turn to 3200’ on 310° bearing 
LNL NDB 3500 from LNL NDB within 10 miles, return 
LNL NDB. 
a on charting informatior: Final 
ers intercepts runway center- 
line 4896’ from threshold. 1833’ AMSL 
tower 46°00'45’’-89°13'00"". TDZ eleva- 
tion, 1706’. 


Procedure turn § side of ers, 310° Outbnd, 130° Inbnd, 3200’ within 10 miles of LNL NDB; 

Final approach crs, 130°. 

MSA: 000°-090°—3000; 090°-270°—3400’; 270°-360°—3100’. 

@ Slidiag scale not authorized. 

*Use Rhinelander altimeter setting. Procedure authorized only oe bours Rhinelander control zone is effeetive. Procedure effective at all times, ineluding standard 


alternate minimums, for air carriers ee Soper weather reporting service. 

CAUTION: NE/SW runway unlighted. . 

Day aND Niept Momus 
B 


HAT MDA vis ' HAT HAT 


1 74 2420 1 74 74 NA 
MDA vis HAA MDA VIS HAA HAA 
nisin dnceeeelaniiptaglacietiile os 2420 1 714 2420 1 74 14 74 NA 
ly T Zeng. or less—200-1 required Runway 32; T over 2-eng.—200-1 required Runway 32; 
Standard all other runways. Standard all other runways. 


City, Land O’Lakes; State, Wis.; Airport name, King’s Land O’Lakes Municipal; Elev., 1706’; ee ee Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 4, Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 
3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. ADF 1, Amdt. 1: 2 Aug. 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPE NDB (ADF)—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
“—— MAP: 4.2 miles after passing ML LOM. 
ee ° 


MLU VORTAC 1400 Climb to 2000’ on bearing 039° from ML 
LOM within 15 miles. 
Supplementary charting information: TDZ 
levation, 77’. 


Procedure turn § side of ers, 219° Outbnd, 039° Inbnd, 1400’ within 10 miles of ML LOM. 
FAF, ML LOM. Final approach crs, 039°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.2 miles. 

Minimum altitude over ML LOM, 1300’. 

MSA: 140°-230°—3100’; 230°-140°—1900’. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B 
HAT MDA vis 


383 460 4 34 383 
HAA MDA VIS vis HAA 
401 540 1 1% 461 

T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Monroe; State, La.; Airport name, Monroe Municipal; Elev., 79; Facility, eee - NDB (ADF) Runway 4, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt, No. 5; 
ated, ar. 67 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
altitudes MAP: MVN NDB. 
(feet) 


2200 Climb to 2100’, left turn to MVN NDB. 

2100 ees charting information: 

nal approach crs intercepts runway 

centerline 4038’ from threshold. Steel 

tower 3 miles W of airport 1000’. TDZ 
elevation, 468’. 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 040° Outbnd, 220° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles of MVN NDB. 
Final approach crs, 


, 220°. 
Minimum altitude over Bluford Int, 1140’. 
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 180°-270°—2400’ ; 270°-180°—2100’. 
Note: Use Vandalia, Ill., altimeter setting. 
%When weather is below 600-1 plan IF R departure to avoid 1000’ tower 3 miles W. 


Day AND NIGHT MiInmuuMsS 


B 
VIS 


1 


MDA 
1100 "682 
MDA VIS HAA 
1100 1% 620 
Not authorized. T Zeng. or less—Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


i 


City, Mount Vernon; State, Ill.; Airport mame, Mount Vernon Outland; Elev., 480’; Facility, MVN; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 23, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; 
Sup. Amdt. No. ADF 1, Orig.; Dated, 6 Nov. 65 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPs NDB (ADF)—Continued 


Missed approach 
reer ener eer eee ———eeeE—EE—EeE 
Minimum 
a MAP: 5.7 miles after passing LOM. 
t 


2600 Climb to 2600’ on 089° Denis 3 LOM 
within 10 miles, return to LOM. When 
directed by ATC, right-climbing turn to 
LOM, then climb to 2600’ on bearing 
from LOM within 10 miles, return to 

Supplementary charting information: 825’ 
stack, 0.16 mile NE. T DZ elevation, 795’. 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 269° Outbnd, 089° Inbnd, 2600’ within 10 miles of OSH LOM. 
FAF, OSH LOM. Final approach crs, 089°. Distance FAF to MAP, 5.7 miles. 
Minimum altitude over OSH LOM, 2500’. 
MSA: 000°-180°—2700’; 180°-360°—2400’ : 
Nores: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Runways 4/22 and 13/31 unlighted. (3) Procedure not authorized when OSH control zone not effective. (4) Restriction due to 825’ stack, 
16 mile NE. 
- %IFR departure procedure: Aircraft departing Runway 9 climb to 1300’ on runway heading before proceeding on ers. Restriction due 825’ stack, 0.16 mileNE. 


Day anD NiGHt MIncwuMs 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. % T over 2-eng.—Standard. % 


City, Oshkosh; State, Wis.; Airport name, Winnebago County; Elev., 795’; Facility, OS; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 9, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. 
No. ADF'1, Amdt. 5; Dated, 19 Nov. 66 


- 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
— MAP: 4.6 miles after passing RO LOM. 
feet 


— Climb to 6000’ on ers 213°, left turn, direct 
Hope Int. ee M._. to RO LOM and hold.* 
Hagerman Int i Supplementary charting information: 
Ranch Int =o io i *Hold NE, 1-minute right turns, 213° 


Inbnd. TDZ elevation, 3633’. 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 033° Outbnd, 213° Inbnd, 5000’ within 10 =e of RO LOM. 

FAF, RO LOM. Final spprosch ers, 21 ers, 213°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 miles. 

Minimum altitude over 

MSA: 000°-180°—5200’; 180-900 F000" 

Norte: Use Roswell FSS altimeter setting when control zone not effective. 

“Alternate minimums not authorized when eontrol zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting servied. 


Day AND Nicut Minmrums 


Cond 
MDA 


BOL, ccconsnnihinnibtnenineiets, “Ge 
MDA 


a 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Roswell; State, N. Mex.; Airport name, Roswell Industrial Air Center; Elev., 3660’; Facility, RO; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 21, Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 3. Oct 68; 
Sup. Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 9 May 68 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PRocEDURE—TyYPE NDB (ADF)—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
= MAP: 3.6 miles after passing SH LOM. 
feet 


SHV VORTAC 3000 Climb to 1800’ on bearing 136° within 15 

a i 3000 miles or, climbing right turn to 1800’ 
Lucien Int irect. intercept SHV VORTAC R 184° to 
Bethany Int--- within 20 miles. 


- * im ~~ lementary charting information: 
Blanchard Int i Z elevation, 257’. 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 316° Outbnd, 136° Inbnd, 3000’ within 10 miles of SH LOM. 
FAF,SH LOM. Final om crs, 136°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.6 miles. 
Minimum altitude over LOM, 1400’. 
MSA: 020°-290°—1800’; 290°-020°—3100’. 
Norte: Radar vectoring. 
% RVR &, Runway 13. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B Cc 
HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT 


403 660 RVR 40 403 660 RVR 40 403 
HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VIS HAA 
463 740 1 483 740 1% 483 

T 2eng. or less— Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


City, Shreveport; State, La.; Airport name, Greater Shreveport Municipal; Elev., 257’; Facility, -SHV; Procedure No. NDB(ADF) Runway 13, Amdt. 14; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; 
Sup. Amdt. No. 13; Dated, 11 Mar. 67 


10. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to amend nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) pro- 
cedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPE NDB (ADF) 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are a. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 
Ifan instrument approach procedure of the above t is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument soe 


procedure, 
unless an approach is condu: in accordance with a different procedure for-such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
altitudes MAP: BZN NDB. 
feet) 


6500 Climbing right turn to 6500’ on bearing 
of 290° from NDB within 10 miles, 
return to NDB. 

Supplementary charting information: 
nal approach crs crosses,threshold of 
Runway 34. 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 290° Outbad, 110° Inbnd, 6500’ within 10 miles of BZN NDB. 

Final approach ers, 110°. - 

MSA: 000°-090°—10,700’; 090°-180°—12,100’; 180°-270°—12,100’ ; 270°-360°—9500’. 

Notes: (1) Final approach from holding pattern not authorized. Procedure turn required. (2) Runways 3/21 unlighted. 

%IFR ey ocedures: Takeoff allrunways: Aircraft departing southeastbound climb in right hand holding pattern on R 290° BZN VOR or 290° bearing from NDB 
ity at 


S fi ’ or above; aircraft departing southbound and northwestbound climb in right-hand holding pattern on R 290° BZN VOR or 290° bearing from NDB 


to 
to before proceeding on crs. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B Cc 
HAA MDA vis MDA 


639 5100 1 1% 639 5100 
T 2eng. or less—Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


City, Bozeman; State, Mont.; Airport name, Gallatin Field; Elev., 4461’; Facility, —_— eeaeiaes No; NDB(ADF)-1, Amdt. 3; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt, No. 2; Dated 
une 
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11. By amending § 97.29 of Subpart C to establish instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT AppRroacH PRocEDURE—TyrPps ILS 


Bearings, head: courses and radials are ic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautica} miles unless otherwise , except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 


If an instrument approach ——— of the above t is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the fo instrument 7 procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach um altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: ILS DH, 992’. LOC 6.1 miles after 
To— a passing LOM. 
(feet 


Saranac Int. GR LOM (NOPT) 2500 Climb sual ahead to 2500’ and proceed 
Walker Int i I iicvnwsdsmiannasnadnqenediah Direct 2500 _—‘ te Wilson Int. 


Orangeville Int. M.. i 2500 Supplementary charting information: TDZ 
GRR VOR 3 2500 elevation, 792’. 
|) a i 2500 


SPEDE TI. cnccenucwatinmenahiionnanneagadme ie a dibateniinttinnsabkbancunbne Direct. 2500 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 082° Outbnd, 262° Inbnd, 2500’ within 10 miles of GR LOM. 
FAF, GR LOM. Final approach crs, 262°. Distance FAF to MAP, 6.1 miles. 
Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 2500’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 2422’; at MM, 993’. 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 6.1 miles; at MM, 0.6 mile. 
MSA: 000°-090°—2400’; 090°-180°—2300’; 180°-270°—2900’; 270°-360°—2300’. 
Norte: Glide slope unusable below 970’. 
Day aNnD NiGHt MINIMUMS 


Cc D 
vis DH vis 


RVR 24 RVR& 992 RVR%& 
vis vIs HAT MDA VIS 
RVR 2% 1180 RVR 2% 388 1180 RVR 40 
MDA vIs HAA MDA vis HAA 
1260 1% 467 1360 2 567 
T 2eng. or less—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard all other T over 2eng.—RVR 24, Runway 26; Standard all other 
runways. runways. 


City, Grand Rapids; State, Mich.; Airport name, Kent County; Elev., 793’; Facility, -GRR; Procedure No. ILS Runway 26, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
ILS-26, Amdt. 3; Dated, 18 Dec. 65 


~ 


Terminal routes Missed approach 
Minimum MAP: ILS DH 277’. LOC 4.2 miles after 


From— To— Via = passing ML LOM. 


R 067°, MLU VORTAC clockwise SR ite cdantsmmecisetineeal Dat dee MLJU, R 200° lead 1600 Cp te See an tents 039° from ML 
radial. in ; 
R 292°, MLU VORTAC counterclockwise.... MLU LOC —— MLJU, R 232° lead 1600 Su Saas information: TDZ 
‘ vation, 77’. 
Tmile Arc hs SE GPU: BS icin hte ccineanionine MLU localiser.............. oa 1300 
MLU VORTAC ML LOM ee oa 400 


Procedure turn § side of ers, 219° Outbnd, 039° Inbnd, 1400’ within 10 miles of ML LOM. 

FAF, ML LOM. Final approach crs, 039°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.2 miles. 

Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 1300’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 1241’; at MM, 256’: 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 4.2 miles; at MM, 0.6 mile. 

MSA: 140°-230°—3100’; 230°-140°—1900’. 


DAY AND Nicut Minmusms 


B 
HAT DH 


200 277 % 
HAT MDA vis 
323 400 % 
HAA MDA vis 
401 540 1 
: T Zeng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard: 


City, Monroe; State, La.; Airport name, Monroe Municipal; Elev., 79’; Facility, Say Peeptae No. ILS Runway 4, Amdt. 8; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 7; Dated, 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH ProceDURE—Z'yPx ILS—Continued 


Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: ILS DH, 1095’. LOC 5.7 miles after 


altitudes passing OS LOM. 
(feet) 


2600 Climb to 2600’ on E ers of ILS within 10 
miles, return to LOM. When directed by 
SirVor wit turn to 2600’ 

VOR within 10 miles, 

alsaiekinr 4 charting information: 825’ 
Stack, 0.16 mile NE. T DZ elevation, 795’. 


Procedure turn 8 side of crs, 269° Outbnd, 089° Inbnd, 2600’ within 10 aie of OS LOM. 
FAF, OS LOM. Final approach ers, 089°. Distance PAF to MAP, 5.7 mi 

Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 2600’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 2498’; at MM, 1001’; 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 5.7 miles; at MM, 0.6 mille. 

MSA: 000°-180°—2700’; 180°-360°. — 2400". 


Nores: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Runways 4/22 and 13/31 unlighted. (3) No approach lights. (4) Use Green Bay altimeter setting when OSH control zone not effective. 
(5) Circling and straight-in LOC MDA and ILS DH increased 160’ and alternate minimums not authorized when OSH control zone not effective except for operators With 
approved Weather reporting service. (6) Inoperative component table does not apply to REIL Runway 9. 

% IF R departure procedure: Aircraft departing Runway 9 climb to 1300’ on runway heading before proceeding on crs. Restriction due to 825’ stack, 0.16 mile NE. 


DaY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


Cc 


HAT DH vis DH 


300 1095 % 300 
HAT MDA ~ VIS HAT 


365 1160 % 365 
MDA HAA 


1260 1 465 


1095 
MDA 
1160 
MDA 
1360 


MDA HAA 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 
City, Oshkosh; State, Wis.; Airport name, Winnebago County; Blev., 7 


95’; Facility, I-OSH; Procedure No. ILS Runway 9, Amdt. 9; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
ILS-9, Amdt. 8; Dated, 17 Dec. 66 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimam MAP: ILS DH, 3833’. LOC 4.6 miles after 


altitudes passing RO LOM. 
(feet) 


5000 Climb to 6000’ on crs 213°, right turn, 
RO LOM__. --- Direct... 5000 = direct to ROW VORTAC and hojd.* 
RO LOM... oa ~~ “ie charting information: 
- RO LOM... . Direct ld W, 1-minute, right turns, 106° 
R 308°, clockwise ROW VORTAC... - ROW LOC Soo Inbnd. TDZ elevation, 3633’, 
15-mile Arc 


5000 


RO LOM (NOPT).... 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 035° Outbnd, 213° Inbnd, 5000’ within 10 miles of RO LOM, 
FAF, RO LOM. Final approach ers, 213°.’ Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 


miles. 
Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 5000’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 4926’; at MM, 3867’; 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 4.6 miles; at MM, 0.6 mile. 
MSA: 000°-180°—5200’; 180°- 360°—7000". 


Norts: Use Roswell FSS altimeter setting when control zone not effective: 
*Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective except operators with approved weather reporting service. 


Day anD Nicar Minmrums 


B 
HAT vis 


200 % 

HAT MDA vis 
267 3900 % 

HAA MDA VIS HAA 
451 4120 1 451 


‘P20ng. or iess—Standards T over 2-eng.—Standard: 


Cc Roswell; State, MN: Mex.; Airport name, Roswell Industrial Air Center; ae, 3669; Facility, -ROW; Procedure No. ILS Runway 21, Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 3 Oot. 68; 
-~ - . Sup. ‘Amat. No.1 : Dated, 9 May 68 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH ProcEDURE—TyPsz ILS—Continued 


Minimum Missed approach 
altitudes 
(feet) MAP: ILS DH, 457’. LOC 3.6 miles after 
passing SH LOM. 


SHV VORTAC 3000 Climb to 1800’ on LOC (BC) 136° to 
i : 3000 Forbing Int and hold or, climbing right 
Lucien Int 3000 ~=— turn to 1800’ intercept SHV VORTAC, 

Bethany Int... D 3000 BR 184° to within 20 miles. 
3000 er eg charting information: Hold 
1400 SE of Forbing Int on SHV LOC 136°- 
316° Inbnd, left turns, 1 minute. TDZ 

elevation, 257’. 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 316° Outbnd, 136° Inbnd, 3000’ within 10 miles of SH LOM, 
FAF, SH LOM. Final approach crs, 136°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.6 miles. 
Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 1400’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 1338’; at MM, 450’; 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 3.6 miles; at MM, 0.55 mile. 
MSA: 020°-290°—1800’; 290°-020°—3100’. 
Note: Radar vectoring. 
%RVR 2, Runway 13. 
Day AND Nicut MINIMUMS 


Cc D 
HAT ’ DH vis HAT DH vis 


200 457 RVR 2% 200 457 RVR 2% 
HAT MDA MDA vis HAT MDA. vis 
363 620 620 RVR #4 363 620 RVR 40 
HAA MDA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis 
463 720 720 1% 463 820 2 
T 2eng. or less—Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Standard.% 


City, Shreveport; State, La.; Airport name, Greater Shreveport Municipal; Elev., 257’; Facility, -SHV; Procedure No. ILS Runway 13, Amdt. 14; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. 
Amat. No. 13; Dated, 11 Mar. 67 


12. By amending § 97.31 of Subpart C to amend precision approach radar (PAR) and airport surveillance radar (ASR) 
procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE RADAR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are etic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, exeept visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 

Ifa radar instrument approach is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 
in accordance with a different procedure authorized for such airport by the Administrator. Initial 


cogreesh minimum oom correspond with those established for en 
route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be established with the radar controller. From initial contact with radar to final author- 
ized landing minimums, the instructions of the radar controller are mandatory except when (A) visual contact is established on final approach at or before descent to the author- 
ized landing minimums, or (B) at Pilot’s discretion if it Voy desirable to discontinue the approach. Except when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final 
approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication on final approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precisi: 


ion approach, or for 
more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (B) directed by radar controller; (C) visual contact is not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums; or 
(D) if landing is not accomplished. 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes (sectors and distances measured from radar antenna) 


Notes 
From— To— Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude 


As established by Tampa ASR minimum altitude vectoring chart. 1. Radar antenna site at Tampa International 


airport. 
2. Final one 340° to airport reference point. 
FAF 4 miles from reference point. 
3. Radar will provide 1000’ vertical separation within 
3mile radius of radio towers 1135’, 15.7 miles SE 
and 1549’, 17.7 miles SE. 


% Takeoff Runways 3 and 35, 600’ {oa 
ea! 5 


Missed approach: Climb to 1600’ on 360° 
DaY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B 
HAA vis HAA vis 


792 800 1% 792 NA NA 
Not authorized. T 2eng. or less—Standard Runway 17, 21.% T over 2-eng.—Standard Runway 17, 21.% 


City, Tampa; State, Fla.; Airport name, Peter O. Knight; Elev., 8’; eames pote, Procedure No. Radar-1, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; 
‘a y 
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Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes (sectors and distances measured from radar antenna) 
To— Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude 


As established by Tampa ASR minimum altitude vectoring chart. 


Missed approach: Climb to 1600’ direct to PIE VORTAC or on 340° heading within 10 miles. 


HAA 


T 2eng. or less—Standard. 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPs RapDar—Continued 








Day AND NicHt MIntuuMs 


B 





793 800 


1% 











City, St. Petersburg; State, Fla.; Airport name, Albert Whitted; Elev., 7’; Facility, Tampa ee: Procedure No. Radar-1, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 3 Oct. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig; 


Dated, 4 Apr. 68 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 


(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348(c), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on August 28, 1968. 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 


{Grapefruit Reg. 67] 


PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 5 


Limitation of Shipments 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore- 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa- 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita- 
tion of shipments of grapefruit, as here- 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub- 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the FPepERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regula- 
tion must become effective in order to 






FEDERAL REGISTER, 


[F.R. Doc. 68-10639; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 8:45 a.m.] 


effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient; a reasonable time is per- 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation of such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi- 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. Shipments of all grapefruit, grown 
in the production area, are presently sub- 
ject to regulation by grades and sizes, 
pursuant to the amended marketing 
agreement and order; the recommenda- 
tion and supporting information for reg- 
ulation during the’period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart- 
ment after an open meeting of the Grow- 
ers Administrative Committee on Sep- 
tember 10, 1968, such meeting was held 
to consider recommendations for regu- 
lation, after giving due notice of such 
meeting, and interested persons were 
afforded an opportunity to submit their 
views at this meeting; the provisions of 
this regulation, including the effective 
time hereof, are identical with the afore- 
said recommendation of the committee, 
and information concerning such pro- 
visions and effective time has been dis- 
seminated among handlers of such 
grapefruit; it is necessary, in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act, 
to make this regulation effective during 
the period hereinafter set forth so as to 
provide for the continued regulation of 
the handling of grapefruit, and compli- 
ance with this regulation will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
the persons subject thereto which can- 


not be completed by the effective time 
hereof. 


§ 905.506. Grapefruit Regulation 67. 


(a) Order. (1) During the period be- 
ginning September 16, 1968, through 
September 14, 1969, no handler shall ship 


T over 2-eng. 
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Notes 


1. Radar antenna site at Tampa International air- 


port 

2. Final approach 340° to airport reference point; 
FAF 4 miles from reference point. 

3. Radar will provide 1000’ vertical separation with 
3-mile radius of radio towers 1135’, 15.7 miles SE 
and 1549’, 17.7 miles SE 

4. Alternate minimums not authorized when control 

zone not effective. 













JAMES F. RUDOLPH, 
Director, Flight Standards Service. 


between the production area and any 
point outside thereof in the continental 
United States, Canada, or Mexico: 

(i) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which do not grade 
at least US. No. 1; 

(ii) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which are smaller 
than 3154, inches in diameter, except 
that a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, 
of seeded grapefruit smaller than such 
minimum size shall be permitted, which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application 
of tolerances, specified in the U.S. Stand- 
ards for Florida Grapefruit; 

(iii) Any seedless grapefruit, grown 
in Regulation Area I, which do not grade 
at least U.S. No. 1; 

(iv) Any seedless grapefruit, grown in 
Regulation Area II, which do not grade 
at least Improved No. 2; or 

(v) Any seedless grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which are smaller 
than 3%, inches in diameter, except 
that a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, | 
of seedless grapefruit smaller than such 
minimum size shall be permitted, which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application 
of tolerances, specified in said US. 
Standards for Florida Grapefruit. 

(b) Terms used in the amended mar- 
keting agreement and order shall, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order; and terms relating to grade, diam- 
eter, standard pack, and standard box, as 
used herein, shall have the same mean- 
ing as is given to the respective term in 
the U.S. Standards for Florida Grape- 
fruit (7 CFR 51.750-51.783). 





(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 12, 1968. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11318; Filed, Sept. 13, 1968; 
11:39 a.m.] 


[Orange Reg. 61] 


PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 


Limitation of Shipments 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore- 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor- 
mation, it is hereby found that the limi- 
tation of shipments of oranges, except 
Temple and Murcott Honey oranges, as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec- 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub- 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publica- 
tion thereof in the FepERAL REGIsTER (5 
U.S.C. 553) because the time intervening 
between the date when information 
upon which this regulation is based be- 
came available and the time when this 
regulation must become effective in 
order to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act is insufficient; a reasonable time 
is permitted, under the circumstances, 
for preparation for_such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. Shipments of oranges, except 
Temple and Murcott Honey oranges, 
grown in the production area, are pres- 
ently subject to regulation by grades and 
sizes, pursuant to the amended market- 
ing agreement and order; the recom- 
mendation and supporting information 
for regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after an open meeting of 
the Growers Administrative Committee 
on September 10, 1968, such meeting 
was held to consider recommendations 
for regulation, after giving due notice 
of such meeting, and interested per- 
sons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit their views at this meeting; the 
provisions of this regulation, including 
the effective time hereof, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information concern- 
ing such provisions and effective time 
has been disseminated among handlers 
of such oranges; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
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act, to make this regulation effective 
during the period hereinafter set forth 
so as to provide for the continued regu- 
lation of the handling of oranges, except 
Temple and Murcott Honey oranges, and 
compliance with this regulation will not 
require any special preparation on the 
part of the persons subject thereto 
which cannot be completed by the ef- 
fective time hereof. 


§ 905.507 Orange Regulation 61. 


(a) Order. (1) During the period 
September 16, 1968, through September 
29, 1968, no handler shall ship between 
the production area and any point out- 
side thereof in the continental United 
States, Canada, or Mexico: 

(i) Any oranges, except Temple and 
Murcott Honey oranges, grown in the 
production area, which do not grade at 
least U.S. No. 2 Russet; or 

(ii) Any oranges, except Temple and 
Murcott Honey oranges, grown in the 
production area, which are of a size 
smaller than 2, inches in diameter, ex- 
cept that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of oranges smaller than such 
minimum diameter shall be permitted, 
which tolerance shall be applied in ac- 
cordance with the provisions for the ap- 
plication of tolerances specified in the 
US. Standards for Florida oranges and 
Tangelos: Provided, That in determining 
the percentage of oranges in any lot 
which are smaller than 2%. inches in 
diameter, such percentage shall be based 
only on those oranges in such lot which 
are of a size 2'%. inches in diameter or 
smaller. 

(2) During the period September 30, 
1968, through September 14, 1969, no 
handler shall ship between the produc- 
tion area and any point outside thereof 
in the continental United States, Can- 
ada, or Mexico: 

(i) Any oranges, except Temple and 
Murcott Honey oranges, grown in the 
production area, which do not grade at 
least U.S. No. 1; or 


(ii) Any oranges, except Temple and 
Murcott Honey oranges, grown in the 
procuction area, which are of a size 
smaller than 2%g¢ inches in diameter, ex- 
cept that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of oranges smaller than such 
minimum diameter shall be permitted, 
which tolerance shall be applied in ac- 
cordance with the provisions for the ap- 
plication of tolerances specified in the 
U.S. Standards for Florida Oranges and 
Tangelos: Provided, That in determining 
the percentage of oranges in any lot 
which are smaller than 2%, inches in 
diameter, such percentage shall be based 
only on those oranges in such lot which 
are of a size 2!%., inches in diameter or 
smaller. 

(b) Terms used in the amended mar- 
keting agreement and order shall, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as 
is given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order; and terms relating to grade, diam- 
meter, standard pack, and standard box, 
as used herein, shall have the applicable 
meaning given to the respective term in 
the U.S. Standards for Florida Oranges 
and Tangelos (7 CFR 51.1140-51.1178). 
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(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 12, 1968. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11319; Filed, Sept. 13, 1968; 
11:39 a.m.] 


[Orange Reg. 19] 


PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPE- 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 


Limitation of Shipments 


On August 31, 1968, notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 12333) that con- 
sideration was being given to the follow- 
ing proposal, as hereinafter set forth, 
which would limit the handling of 
oranges by establishing minimum grades 
and sizes, pursuant to § 906.40 Issuance 
of regulations, which were recommended 
by the Texas Valley Citrus Committee, 
established pursuant to the marketing 
agreement, as amended, and Order No. 
906, as amended (7 CFR Part 906), reg- 
ulating the handling of oranges grown 
in the Lower Rio Grande Valley in 
Texas. This program is effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674). 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters presented, including the pro- 
posal set forth in the aforesaid notice, 
the recommendation and information 
submitted by the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee (established pursuant to the 
amended marketing agreement and or- 
der), and other available information, 
it is hereby found and determined that 
§ 906.342 Orange Regulation 19, as 
hereinafter set forth, is in accordance 
with the provisions of the said amended 
marketing agreement and order and will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the ef- 
fective date of this regulation until 30 
days after publication in the FrEpEraL 
ReGIsTeR (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) 
notice of proposed rule making concern- 
ing this regulation, with an effective date 
of September 15, 1968, was published in 
the FepEerRAL REGISTER on August 31, 1968 
(33 F.R. 12333), and no objection to this 
regulation or such effective date was re- 
ceived; (2) the recommendation and 
supporting information for regulation 
during the period specified herein were 
submitted to the Department after an 
open meeting of the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee on August 13, 1968, which 
was held to consider recommendations 
for regulation, after giving due notice of 
such meeting, and interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
their views at this meeting; (3) the pro- 
visions of this regulation, including the 
effective time hereof, are identical with 
the aforesaid recommendation of the 
committee; (4) information concerning 
such provisions and effective time has 
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been disseminated among handlers of 
such oranges; (5) compliance with this 
regulation will not require any special 
preparation on the part of the persons 
subject thereto which cannot be com- 
pleted by the effective time hereof; (6) 
shipments of the current crop of such 
oranges are expected to begin on or 
about the effective date hereof, and this 
regulation should be applicable, insofar 
as practicable to all shipments of such 
oranges in order to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act. 


§ 906.342 Orange Regulation 19. 


(a) Order. (1) During the period 
September 15, 1968, through September 
14, 1969, no handler shall handle: 

(i) Early and midseason oranges, 
grown in the production area, unless 
such oranges grade U.S. No. 2; U.S. Com- 
bination, with not less than 60 percent, 
by count, of the oranges in each con- 
tainer thereof grading at least U.S. No. 
1 grade and the remainder grading US. 
No. 2; or any higher grade. 

di) Early and midseason oranges, 
grown as aforesaid, which are of a size 
smaller than 2%, inches in diameter, ex- 
cept that not more than 10 percent, by 
count, of such oranges in any lot of con- 
tainers, and not more than 15 percent, 
by count, of such oranges in any individ- 
ual container in such lot may be of a size 
smaller than 2%. inches in diameter; or 

(iii) Early and midseason oranges, 
grown as aforesaid, for which inspection 
is required unless an appropriate inspec- 
tion certificate has been issued with re- 
spect thereto not more than 48 hours 
prior to the time of shipment. 

Early and midseason oranges, grown 
as aforesaid, handled during the period 
specified in this section are subject to all 
applicable container and pack require- 
ments which are in effect pursuant to the 
aforesaid marketing agreement and or- 
der during such period. 

(2) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said mar- 
keting agreement and order; and terms 
relating to grade and diameter, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in-the U.S. 
Standards for Oranges (Texas and 
States other than Florida, California, 
and Arizona) (7 CFR 51.680—-51.712). 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 13, 1968. 
Pav. A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


{[F.R. Doc. 68-11320; Filed, Sept. 13, 1968; 
11:39 a.m.] 





[Grapefruit Reg. 20] 


PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAFE- 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 


Limitation of Shipments 


On August 31, 1268, notice of proposed 
rule making was published 


in the Fep- 
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ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 12333) that con- 
sideration was being given to the follow- 
ing proposal, as hereinafter set forth, 
which would limit the handling of 
grapefruit by establishing minimum 
grades and sizes, pursuant to § 906.40 
Issuance of regulations, which were 
recommended by the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee, established pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 906, as amended (7 CFR Part 
906), regulating the handling of grape- 
fruit grown in the Lower Rio Grande 
Valley in Texas. This program is effec- 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
US.C. 601-674). 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters presented, including the pro- 
posal set forth in the aforesaid notice, 
the recommendation and information 
submitted by the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee (established pursuant to the 
amended marketing agreement and or- 
der), and other available information, 
it is hereby found and determined that 
§ 906.341 Grapefruit Regulation 20, as 
hereinafter set forth, is in accordance 
with the provisions of the said amended 
marketing agreement and order and will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec- 
tive date of this regulation until 30 days 
after publication in the Freprerat Recis- 
TER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) notice of 
proposed rule making concerning this 
regulation, with an effective date of 
September 15, 1968, was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER on August 31, 1968 (33 
F.R. 12333), and no objection to this reg- 
ulation or such effective date was re- 
ceived; (2) the recommendation and sup- 
porting information for regulation dur- 
ing the period specified herein were sub- 
mitted to the Department after an open 
meeting of the Texas Valley Citrus Com- 
mittee on August 13, 1968, which was held 
to consider recommendations for regula- 
tion, after giving due notice of such 
meeting, and interested persons were 
afforded an opportunity to submit their 
views at this meeting; (3) the provisions 
of this regulation, including the effective 
time hereof, are identical with the afore- 
said recommendation of the committee; 
(4) information concerning such provi- 
sions and effective time has been dissemi- 
nated among handlers of such grape- 
fruit; (5) compliance with this regula- 
tion will not require any special prepara- 
tion on the part of the persons subject 
thereto which cannot be completed by 
the effective time hereof; (6) shipments 
of the current crop of such grapefruit 
are expected to begin on or about the 
effective date hereof, and this regulation 
should be applicable, insofar as practi- 
cable, to all shipments of such grape- 
fruit in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 

§ 906.341 Grapefruit Regulation 20. 

(a) Order. (1) During the period Sep- 
tember 15, 1968, through September 14, 
1969, no handler shall handle: 

(D) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown in the production area, unless 
such grapefruit grade U.S. Fancy; US. 
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No. 1 Bright; US. No. 1; US. No. 1 
Bronze; or U.S. No. 2; 

(ii) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown in the production area, which are 
of a size smaller than 3%, inches in diam- 
eter, except that not more than 10 per- 
cent, by count, of such grapefruit in any 
lot of containers, and not more than 15 
percent, by count, of such grapefruit in 
any individual container in such lot, may 
be of a size smaller than 3%, inches in 
diameter; or 

(iii) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown as aforesaid, for which inspection 
is required unless an appropriate inspec- 
tion certificate has been issued with re- 
spect thereto not more than 48 hours 
prior to the time of shipment. 

All grapefruit of any variety, grown as 
aforesaid, handled during the period 
specified in this section are subject to all 
applicable container and pack require- 
ments which are in effect pursuant to the 
aforesaid marketing agreement and order 
during such period. 

(2) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said mar- 
keting agreement and order; and terms 
relating to grade and diameter, when 
used herein, shall have the same mean- 
ing as is given to the respective term 
in the United States Standards for 
Grapefruit (Texas and States other than 
Florida; California, and Arizona) (7 CFR 
51.620-51.685). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 13, 1968. 
Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11321; Piled, Sept. 13, 1968; 
11:39 a.m.] 





PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPE- 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 


Terms and Conditions Governing Use 
by Handlers of Identifying Marks 
Utilized by the Committee in Pro- 
motional and Advertising Projects 


On August 31, 1968, notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 12332) that con- 
sideration was being given to a proposed 
amendment of the handler’s use of 
identifying marks, “Texasweet” and 
“Sweeter by Nature”, utilized by the 
committee in promotional and advertis- 
ing projects (Subpart—Rules and Regu- 
lations), which were recommended by 
the Texas Valley Citrus Committee, 
established pursuant to the marketing 
agreement, as amended, and Order No. 
906, as amended (7 CFR Part 906), regu- 
lating the handling of oranges and grape- 
fruit grown in the Lower Rio Grande 
Valley in Texas. This program is effec- 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). 
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After consideration of all relevant 
matters presented, including the pro- 
posal set forth in the aforesaid notice, 
the recommendation and information 
submitted by the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee (established pursuant to the 
amended marketing agreement and or- 
der), and other available information, it 
is hereby found and determined that the 
amended § 906.137 (7 CFR 906.137) of 
Subpart—Rules and Regulations, as 
hereinafter set forth, is in accordance 
with the provisions of the said amended 
marketing agreement and order and will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec- 
tive date of this regulation until 30 days 
after publication in the FepERAL REGISTER 
(5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) notice of pro- 
posed rule making concerning this 
amendment with an effective date of 
September 15, 1968, was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER on August 31, 1968 (33 
F.R. 12332), and no objection to this 
amendment or such effective date was 
received; (2) the recommendation and 
supporting information for this amend- 
ment were submitted to the Department 
after an open meeting of the Texas 
Valley Citrus Committee on August 13, 
1968, which was held to consider recom- 
mendations for such amendment after 
giving due notice of such meeting, and 
interested persons were afforded an op- 
portunity to submit their views at this 
meeting; (3) the provisions of this 
amendment including the effective time 
hereof, are identical with the aforesaid 
recommendation of the committee; (4) 
information concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of oranges and grape- 
fruit in Texas; (5) compliance with this 
amendment will not require any special 
preparation on the part of the persons 
subject thereto which cannot be com- 
pleted by the effective time hereof; (6) 
shipments of the current crop of oranges 
and grapefruit grown in Texas are ex- 
pected to begin on or about the effec- 
tive date hereof, and this amendment 
should be effective at such time. 

Section 906.137 (7 CFR 906.137 of Sub- 
part—Rules and Regulations, is amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 906.137 Handlers use of identifying 
marks utilized by the committee in 
promotional and advertising projects. 


(a) On and after September 15, 1968, 
the identifying marks ““Texasweet” and 
“Sweeter by Nature” shall be available 
to handlers only under the following 
terms and conditions: 

(1) The identifying marks “Texasweet” 
and “Sweeter by Nature” may severally 
or jointly be affixed only to containers 
of grapefruit or to individual grapefruit 
comprising a lot which grades at least 
U.S. No. 1 Bronze; 

(2) The identifying marks “‘Texasweet” 
and “Sweeter by Nature” may severally 
or jointly be affixed only to containers of 
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oranges or to individual oranges com- 
prising a lot which grades at least US. 
Combination, with not less than 60 per- 
cent, by count, of the oranges in each 
container thereof grading at least U.S. 
No. 1 and the remainder U.S. No. 2. 

(b) When used herein, terms relating 
to grade shall have the same meaning as 
is given to the respective term in the U.S. 

Standards for Grapefruit (Texas and 
States other than Florida, California, 
and Arizona) (7 CFR 51.620-51.685) and 
in the U.S. Standards for Oranges 
(Texas and States other than Florida, 
California, and Arizona) (7 CFR 51.680— 
51.712). 


(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 13, 1968. 


Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Dente Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11322; Filed, Sept. 13, 1968; 
11:39 a.m.] 


Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration, Department of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 


PART 1464—TOBACCO 


Subpart—Tobacco Loan Program 


1968 Crop—BuritEy Topsacco, Type 31, 
ADVANCE SCHEDULE 


Set forth below in a schedule of ad- 
vance rates, by grades, for the 1968 crop 
of Type 31, Burley tobacco, under the 
tobacco price support loan program, pub- 
lished July 16, 1966 (31 F.R. 9679). 


§ 1464.1768 1968 Crop—Burley To- 
bacco, Type 31, Advance Schedule? 


[Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales 
weight] 


BESRRRERRERRER! 


1 Only the original producer is eligible to 


receive advances. Tobacco graded “U” (un- 
sound), “W” (wet), “No-G” (no grade), or 
scrap will not be accepted. Cooperatives are 
authorized to deduct 25 cents per hundred 
pounds to apply against overhead costs. 


BRSSRRRRRSSRBRRBSRESRRRRERSSRRE! 


- 25 
- 25 


(Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended, sec. 5, 
Stat. 1072, secs. 101, 106, 401, 403, 63 Stat. 
1051 as amended, 1054, sec. 125, 70 Stat. 198, 
74 Stat. 6; 7 U.S.C. 1441, 1445, 1421, 1423, 7 
U.S.C. 1813, 15 U.S.C. 714b, 714c) 


Effective date: Date of filing with Office 
of Federal Register. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on Sep- 
tember 12, 1968. 


ROLAND F. BALLov, 
Acting Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11278; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Chapter Vil—Department of the 
Air Force 
SUBCHAPTER B—SALES AND SERVICE 
PART 813—SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR 


COPYING, CERTIFYING, AND 
SEARCHING RECORDS 


Schedule of Fees 


Subchapter B of Chapter VII of Title 
32 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
is amended to read as follows: 

+. © > * a 

1. Section 813.5 is amended by revising 
Item 9 and adding Item 10 to read as 
follows: , 

§ 813.5 Schedule of fees, 
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9. Publications and forms, Requestors may 
be furnished more than one copy of a publi- 
cation or form if they can be furnished with- 
out depleting stock levels below projected 
planned use. 


a. Shelf stock: 
(1) Handling and processing, per 
copy furnished_-.----..-------. $1.00 
(2) Each printed page-._-----.---. 
b. Office copy reproduction (when 

shelf stock is not available) : 

(1) Minimum charge (up to six re- 
produced pages) ............. 
(2) Each additional page-.--.-----. 


10. Engineering data (microfilm). 


a. Aperture cards: 
(1) Silver duplicate negative, per 
card 


— 35 


2 - 35 

b. 35-mm. roll film, per frame_-_-----. -30 

c. 16-mm. roll film, per frame-_-_------ -20 
ad. Paper prints (engineering draw- 

ee ee - 50 


e. Paper reprints of microfilm indices, 
ee - 05 
(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012.) 


[AFR 11-6C, July 19, 1968 (supersedes AFR 
11-6C, Mar. 20, 1968) ] 


By order of the Secretary of the Air 
Force. 


ALEXANDER J. PALENSCAR, JI., 

Colonel, U.S. Air Force, Chief, 
Special Activities Group, Of- 
fice of The Judge Advocate 
General. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11245; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





SUBCHAPTER W—AIR FORCE PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 


PART 1001—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Miscellaneous Amendments 


Subchapter W of Chapter VII of Title 
$2 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
is amended as follows: 


Subpart A—Introduction 


1. Section 1001.104 is amended by re- 
vising paragraphs (b), (c), and (d); 
§ 1001.105 is amended by revising para- 
graph (a), deleting and reserving para- 
graph (c), and adding a new paragraph 
(ad); §$1001.107 is amended by revising 
paragraph (b)(2); §§ 1001.109 through 
1001.109-50 and §§1001.111 and 1001.- 
111-1 are revised. These sections now 
read as follows: 


§ 1001.104 Content and control of the 
Air Force Procurement Instruction. 

- + = a 7 
(b) Control. (1) All amendments to 
this subchapter (except those of an edi- 
torial nature, i.e., spelling corrections, 
numbering according to the AFPI con- 
vention, cross-referencing, etc., or re- 
designation by AFLC or AFSC of offices 
within the command responsible for 
specific actions) will be directed for 
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preparation and/or publication by 
means of a Controlled Letter (CL) is- 
sued by the Directorate of Procurement 
Policy (AFSPP), DCS/S&L, Hq USAF. 
The Controlled Letter will be prepared 
by the DCS/S&L office designated as 
Responsible Office for the subpart, or 
part and will be signed by the Chief or 
Deputy. Controlled Letters will be co- 
ordinated and released by AFSPPS and 
will be numbered consecutively for each 
calendar year, beginning with No. 1 
(for example, the first such letter issued 
in January 1967 was numbered 67-1). 
When necessary, interim instructions 
may be forwarded by teletype to be su- 
perseded immediately by a Controlled 
Letter, provided the teletype cites the 
number assigned to the Controlled Let- 
ter. Teletypes may also contain the 
statement “coordination waived.” See 
§ 1001.105(a) (3). Instructions for 
amendments of AFPI will not be issued 
orally. 

(2) The Directorate of Procurement 
Policy (AFSPP) and the Directorate of 
Production and Programming (AFS 
PD), DCS/S&L, Hq USAF, are the Re- 
sponsible Offices (ROs) for all of this 
subchapter and sections of Subchapter 
A of this title. AFLC and AFSC have 
been designated as office of primary re- 
sponsibility (OPR) or office of collateral 
responsibility (OCR) for each section, 
subpart, or part of Subchapter A of this 
title and this subchapter. 

(c) AFPI Control Offices. (1) A cen- 
tral point of contact within Hq USAF, 
AFLC, and AFSC has been designated 
as AFPI Control Office (CO) on matters 
covered in this subchapter. The CO of- 
fices are: Hq USAF-AFSPPS; AFLC— 
MCPA, Wright-Patterson A*B; AFSC- 
SCK-2, Andrews AFB. 

(2) Correspondence to Hq USAF 
which refers to a specific Controlled Let- 
ter or AFPI content and control in gen- 
eral should be directed to AFSPPS; all 
other matters concerning this sub- 
chapter should be directed to the ap- 
propriate Responsible Office. 

(3) Correspondence to AFLC and 
AFSC concerning Controlled Letters or 
other AFPI amendment matters should 
be directed to the command AFPI con- 
trol office. 

(d) Publication control. The procure- 
ment Management Division (MCPA) 
AFLC, is the activity responsible for 
editing and preparing AFPI copy for 
submission to the printer, preparing the 
Notes and Filing Instructions to be is- 
sued with each revision, reviewing and 
approying galley proofs, and for main- 
taining necessary records. 


§ 1001.105 Amendment of AFPI and 
ASPR. 


(a) Amendments initiated by Haq 
USAF. (1) New or amended procurement 
policies and procedures formulated by 
the Secretary of the Air Force, and Hq 
USAF will be directed for implementa- 
tion in AFPI by a Controlled Letter ex- 
ecuted by AFSPP or AFSPD, as appro- 


priate. Issuance of all controlled letters 
will be made by AFSPPS. 

(2) Controlled letters which contain 

the language to be published in AFPI will 
be forwarded to the AFPI control office 
of the command assigned OPR for the 
section, subpart, or part with a request 
for publication. 'The OPR will insure 
that all interested offices, including the 
OCR, are advised of the approved re- 
vision and submit the request together 
with updated AFPI pages involved, to 
AFLC (MCPA) for publication. Where 
sufficient priority exists, ie., revisions 
due to revised statutes, directed by 
higher authority, etc., the controlled 
letter may waive further coordination. 
In such cases the controlled letter will 
have attached a proposed AFPD pre- 
pared in proper format and will state 
“coordination waived” and will be sent 
to MCPA for publication without further 
coordination. 
- (3) Controlled letters which request 
development of AFPI e necessary 
to implement announced policies and 
procedures will be forwarded to the 
AFPI control office of the command as- 
signed OPR for the section, subpart, or 
part. The OPR will prepare the imple- 
menting coverage, effect mecessary co- 
ordination (including OCR), and trans- 
mit the draft to the command AFPI 
control office for publication action; ex- 
cept that if prepublication review is re- 
quested by Hq USAF, the AFPI control 
office will, prior to publication action, 
forward the proposed coverage to 
AFSPPS for Hq USAF prepublication 
review and approval. If prepublication 
review by Hq USAF is requested, the 
letter of transmittal to AFSPPS will 
have attached or contain: (i) The orig- 
inal and three copies of the proposed 
draft, double spaced; (ii) evidence of 
coordination or decision by proper au- 
thority; (iii) explanation of the change 
for inclusion in the AFPI Notes and 
Filing Instructions; and (iv) the con- 
trolled letter number. Upon approval by 
Hq USAF, the draft with controlled let- 
ter will be forwarded to the AFPI control 
office of the command assigned OPR, 
with a copy to the other command AFPI 
control office. 

(4) A copy of each controlled letter 
issued by Hq USAF will be forwarded to 
the following addresses 
AFLC (MCPA). 

AFSC (SCK-2). 


* * . * * 


(c) [Reserved] 

(ad) Proposed amendment of ASPR. 
Recommendations for amendment of 
ASPR will be submitted through chan- 
nels, including AFLC (MCPA) or ye 
(SCK-2), as appropriate according to 
command OPR assignments, to the OPR 
who will review the recomme: , ob- 
tain the necessary coordination and for- 
ward the proposal with command 
comments, through command control 
office to the appropriate responsible of- 
fice, AFSPP/AFSPD, Hq USAF. Recom- 
mendations will be set up in ASPR Case 
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format and include the complete ration- 
ale for the proposed amendment and the 
specific ASPR language proposed to 
achieve the desired objective. 


§ 1001.107 Distribution and effective 
date of AFPI and AFPC. 


(b) * * * 


(2) Use of new or revised AFPI con- 
tract clauses, will, unless otherwise spec- 
ified, be mandatory 90 days after date 
of issuance. However, procurements 
initiated after receipt of the new or re- 
vised clauses by the purchasing activity 
should, to the maximum practicable 
extent, include such clauses prior to the 
mandatory date. In the following situa- 
tions, when compliance with the manda- 
tory date is impracticable, procurements 
may be completed on the basis initiated, 
provided that, prior to the mandatory 
date for use of the new or revised clause: 
(i) Standard Form 33 has been issued, 
and the award is to be made by means 
of Standard Form 26; (ii) Invitations for 
Bids have been issued; or (iii) bilateral 
contractual documents have been sub- 
mitted to the contractors and introduc- 
tion of the new or revised clause may 
delay the procurement. 


§ 1001.109 Deviations from ASPR, 
AFPI, and Department of Defense 
publications covering procurement. 


§ 1001.109-1 Applicability. 


The privilege given by § 1001.109-1(a) 
of this title to offshore contracting activi- 
ties to deviate from ASPR contract 
clauses is hereby extended on the same 
terms to the same contracting activities 
with respect to AFPI clauses. Offshore 
contracting activities will furnish the 
Procurement Committee (MCPC), Hq 
AFLC, the AFSC OPR or the predomi- 
nant AFSC OCR, and AFSPPS one copy 
of each nonstandard clause used by them 
pursuant to the authority of this section. 


§ 1001.109-2 ASPR deviations affecting 


one contract or transaction. 


(a) Deviations which do not require 
action by the Secretary and which affect 
a specific contract or procurement may 
be made by (1) the Director or Deputy 
Director of Procurement Policy, DCS/ 
S&L, Hq USAF; (2) by the Chief of the 
Division at Hq USAF designated as the 
Responsible Office (RO) for the section, 
subpart, or part of Subchapter A, Chapter 
I of this title from which the deviation 
is requested; or (3) subject to the limita- 
tions contained in paragraph (c) (2) (ii) 
of this section, by either the Director, 
Deputy Director, or Assistant to the Di- 
rector of Procurement and Production, 
Hq AFLC, or the Hq AFLC Procurement 
Committee (MCPC), and the DCS/ 
Procurement and Production, Hq AFSC 
or the Assistant DCS/Procurement and 
Production, Hq AFSC, Coordination as 
to the form and legality will be effected 
prior to approval of a deviation. 

(b) Requests for deviations will in- 
clude complete justification and will be 
forwarded through channels in sufficient 
copies so that two copies will be available 
to Hq USAF and one copy to the Hq 
AFLC Procurement Committee or the 
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AFSC OPR or predominant AFSC OCR, 
as appropriate. 

(1) Requests by AFSC activities and 
by the Office of Aerospace Research will 
be sent to the AFSC OPR or predominant 
AFSC OCR and a copy to SCK-2 for 
information. 

(2) Requests by AFLC activities and 
other major commands, except those in 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph, will 
be sent to AFLC (MCPC). 

(c) AFLC Procurement Committee 
will: (1) Serially number each request 
for deviation as received. To maintain 
uniformity, the numbering will consist 
of the letters, “ASPR,” the designation 
of the Procurement Committee of receipt, 
fiscal year, and a serial number of the 
request for deviation received that fiscal 
year. (Example: ASPR-MCPC-65-1, 2, 3, 
etc.) 

(2) Forward, immediately, one copy of 
the request for deviation to the appro- 
priate RO, Hq USAF. 

(3) Accomplish a review and evalua- 
tion of the requested deviation. 

(i) If sufficient justification for the 
deviation does not exist, deny the re- 
quest. A copy of the letter of denial will 
be furnished to the appropriate RO, Hq 
USAF, and to AFSPPS. 

(ii) If the request for deviation is 
concurred with and time is not of the 
essence the request for deviation with 
recommendations will be submitted to 
Hq USAF (AFSPPS) for action. 

(iii) If the request for deviation is 
concurred with and the exigency of the 
situation requires immediate action, the 
deviation will be approved after coordi- 
nation with the AFSC office of primary 
responsibility if AFSC has primary re- 
sponsibility for the section, subpart, or 
part of Subchapter A, Chapter I of this 
title from which the deviation is being 
considered. A copy of the letter approving 
the deviation together with complete 
data and justification developed during 
the review and evaluation process will be 
submitted to the responsible office, Hq 
USAF. 

(d) AFSC OPRs or predominant OCRs 
will process deviations as outlined in 
paragraph (c) of this section, except 
that: (1) A serial number for each re- 
quest will be obtained from AFSC (SCK- 
2), (2) after review and evaluation, rec- 
ommend approval or disapproval to the 
DCS/P&P or the Assistant DCS/P&P, 
AFSC, and (3) in addition to the distri- 
bution requirements of paragraph (c) ef 
this section, one copy of action taken 
will also be forwarded to AFSC (SCK- 
2). If AFLC has primary command re- 
sponsibility for the area involved, the 
AFSC OPR or predominant OCR will 
coordinate the action with AFLC 
(MCPC). 

(e) Written notice of deviation to the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (I&L) 
and to the other military departments 
and Defense Supply Agency will be made 
by the Directorate of Procurement Policy, 
Hq USAF. 


§ 1001.109-3 ASPR deviations affecting 
more than one contract or contractor. 


Deviations which affect more than one 
contractor or contract will be processed 
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in the same manner as prescribed in 
§ 1001.109-2(b) and forwarded to the re- 
sponsible office, Hq USAF. The Hq USAF 
responsible office for the section, subpart, 
or part of Subchapter A, Chapter I of 
this title from which the deviation is re- 
quested will effect necessary Air Staff 
coordination, including the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
(I&L) and the Office of General Counsel 
of the Air Force, and if the deviation is 
favorably considered prepare a request 
for deviation to the Chairman, ASPR 
Committee. This request will be sub- 
mitted to the Air Force Policy Member, 
ASPR Committee (AFSPPS) for presen- 
tation to the ASPR Committee. 


§ 1001.109-4 Deviations required by 
Government-to-Government agree- 
ments. 


Request for such deviations will be 
processed as shown in § 1001.109-3. 


§ 1001.109-50 Deviations from AFPI or 
AFPC. 





(a) Deviations from AFPI or AFPC 
may be made only by the Director, Dep- 
uty Director, or assistant to the Direc- 
tor of Procurement and Production, Hq 
AFLC, or the Procurement Committee 
(MCPC) , Hq AFLC, or the DCS/Procure- 
ment and Production, Hq AFSC, or the 
Assistant, DCS/Procurement and Pro- 
duction, Hq AFSC. Deviations which 
would involve major policy questions 
will be made only after coordination with 
Hq USAF (AFSPP/AFSPD) DCS/S&L. 
Deviations from Part 1003, Subpart F 
of this subchapter, which affect funding 
or payment will be made only after co- 
ordination with the Directorate of Ac- 
counting and Finance, Hq USAF. 

(b) Requests for authority to deviate 
from AFPI will include complete justi- 
fication and will be forwarded (in trip- 
licate) through channels as follows: 
AFSC and OAR activities to AFSC OPR 
or predominant AFSC OCR; all other 
activities to AFLC (MCPC) . However, be- 
fore approval of any request for devia- 
tion to AFSC or OAR base procurement 
activities, the AFSC OPR or predominant 
AFSC OCR will coordinate the proposed 
action with AFLC (MCPC). 

(c) A record of each deviation from 
AFPI or AFPCs including the reasons 
why a deviation was necessary will be 
maintained by the respective offices 
which approved the deviation. One copy 
of each deviation granted by one com- 
mand will be furnished by the granting 
authority to the other command for in- 
formation. AFSC OPRs or predominant 
AFSC OCRs will also furnish one copy of 
each deviation granted to SCK-2. 

§ 1001.111 Reports of suspected crim- 


inal conduct and noncompetitive 
practices. 


§ 1001.111-1 Suspected criminal con- 
duct. 

Policies and procedures with respect 
to the debarment, ineligibility, and 
suspension of bidders are in Subpart F, 
Part 1 of this title and Subpart F of this 
part. 
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Subpart C—General Policies 


2. Section 1001.305-51 is deleted; 
§ 1001.314 is revised; a new § 1001.328 
is added and § 1001.358 is deleted. These 
sections now read as follows: 


§ 1001.305—51 Establishment of delivery 
schedules on basic ordering agree- 
ments. [Deleted] 


§ 1001.314 Contracting officer’s decision 
under the dispute clause. 


This section deals with preparing 
decisions and processing appeals under 
the Disputes clause by contracting of- 
ficers. The application of the following 
instructions are limited to cases where 
the Disputes clause contained in § 7.103- 
12 of this title is used. When an oversea 
command is authorized use of a Disputes 
clause, other than § 7.103—12 of this title, 
for contracts issued by foreign procure- 
ment activities, the oversea command 
staff judge advocate rather than the 
Staff Judge Advocate, Hq AFLC, will be 
the source of advice regarding proposed 
decisions and will be the channel for 
forwarding data relating to appeals. 

(a) Preparation of decision. Where 
mutual agreement on a question of fact 
proves impossible, a findings and deci- 
sion must be prepared by the contract- 
ing officer. This single document should 
contain a simple and concise statement 
of: (1) The claim, (2) the decision, (3) 
the findings of fact which support the 
decision, and (4) the reference to the 
Disputes clause contained in the format. 
The factual determination must be rele- 
vant to the issues and supported by 
documents or oral statements. 

(b) Legal advice by Staff Judge Ad- 
vocate, Hq AFLC. All written findings 
and decisions will, prior to transmittal 
to the contractor, be referred for com- 
ment to the Staff Judge Advocate, Hq 
AFLC, together with pertinent docu- 
ments «nd summaries of anticipated 
testimony of all Government witnesses. 
When referrals to the staff judge ad- 
vocate are made, the accompanying file 
will be complete in all respects. The file 
should contain (1) copy of the contract, 
and all applicable amendments, specifi- 
cations, and drawings; (2) communica- 
tions relative to the subject matter of 
the dispute; and (3) any additional 
information. 

(c) Transmittal to contractor. After 
the referral described in § 1001.314(b) 
has been accomplished, the findings and 
decisions will be reexamined by the con- 
tracting officer in the light of the ad- 
vice and comments proffered by the ap- 
propriate staff judge advocate. If, in the 
judgment of the contracting officer, re- 
examination reveals the propriety of 
modifications or additions, he will make 
the appropriate changes. After such re- 
examination, and changes if appropri- 
ate, he will transmit the findings and 
decision to the contractor in person, ob- 


taining a receipt therefor, or by certi- 
fied mail, return receipt requested. 

(ad) Amendment after transmittal to 
contractor. After a timely appeal has 
been taken to the Armed Services Board 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


of Contract Appeals, the contracting of- 
ficer who has rendered findings and a 
decision, or his successor, may for good 
cause recommend that the findings and 
decision be corrected or amended. Such 
recommendation will be forwarded to the 
Staff Judge Advocate, Hq AFLC, together 
with the file required by § 1001.314(b) as 
supplemented to support the recom- 
mended correction or amendment. 


§ 1001.328 Price adjustment of milk 
contracts. 


§ 1001.328.6 Processing cases. 


(a) to (e) No implementation. 

(f) The delegations of Procurement 
Authority pertaining to the designee of 
the Head of a Procurement Activity set 
forth in § 1001.456 of this title are not 
applicable to cases under § 1001.328 of 
this title. 

(g) Section 1001.328 of this title sets 
up the standards for deciding cases and 
contains detailed information which 
should be followed by contractors when 
submitting cases. It also contains neces- 
sary instructions on the processing of 
these cases following their receipt by the 
purchasing office. 

(h) As soon as a request has been re- 
ceived by the purchasing office, a pre- 
liminary report on the case should be 
submitted immediately by electronically 
transmitted message to AFLC (MCPKA), 
setting forth the date and nature of the 
request, the name of the contractor, the 
contract number, the estimated dollar 
amount of the contract and the dollar 
amount of the adjustment requested. In- 
asmuch as an audit should be obtained 
in every case, an immediate request also 
should be made to the Defense Contract 
Audit Agency for the necessary audit of 
the contractor’s request. The Defense 
Contract Audit Agency has been alerted 
to this need. 

(i) Upon completion of the investiga- 
tion by the purchasing office, the request 
should either be denied or forwarded 
to Hq AFLC in duplicate (MCPKA) for 
review and final approval or disapproval 
by the Director of Procurement and 
Production. This submission should be 
in the form of a memorandum setting 
forth the essential facts of the case and 
the specific recommendations of the 
purchasing office. The memorandum 
should be supported by the investigative 
file on the case. 

(j) It is essential that these cases be 
handled on a priority basis. Such priority 
handling is necessary because the claims 
are based on alleged losses by the claim- 
ants and because of congressional inter- 
est in assuring that any recoverable 
losses are adjusted as expeditiously as 
possible. Except in unusual circum- 
stances no more than 30 days including 
the time required for the audit should 
be needed to process the case to Hq 
AFLC for approval or disapproval. If be- 
cause of unusual circumstances a longer 
time is required in any case, this Hq 
AFLC (MCPKA) should be notified in 
advance of the reasons for the delay and 
the expected date of receipt. 


§ 1001.358 Policy regarding the consid- 
eration of loyalty of scientific re- 
searchers on unclassified research 
contracts. [Deleted] 


Subpart D—Procurement Responsibil- 
ity and Authority 


3. Section 1001.405 is amended by 
adding a new paragraph(c) ; § 1001.405-1 
is amended by adding a new subpara- 
graph (a) (4); § 1001.453 is amended by 
revising paragraph (j) (1) (ii) (d); 
§ 1001.455 is amended by implementing 
paragraph (a) and a new § 1001.467 is 
added. These sections now read as 
follows: 


§ 1001.405 Selection, appointment, and 
termination of appointment of con- 
tracting officers. 

> = . > ” 

(c) Transportation contracting offi- 
cers. The provisions of § 1001.405-1(a) 
(1), (2), and (3) above are waived for 
base transportation personnel appointed 
for performance of functions described 
in Part 1004, Subpart U of this subchap- 
ter, and Part 1022, Subpart F. Normally, 
appointments will be limited to commis- 
sioned officers, civilians in grade GS-9 
and above and E8/E9 airmen who have 
a minimum of 2 years of traffic manage- 
ment experience. 


§ 1001.405-1 Selection. 
» + 


+ * * 
(a) Considerations. * * * 
(4) Individuals, military or civilian, 
authorized to be designated contracting 
officers under the provisions of 


§§ 1004.2102(a), 1004.2103, and 1004.5102 
of this chapter. 


§ 1001.453 Delegations of authority. 
. 7 = . . 

(j) * ef 

( 1) a 

(ii) *> +s 

(d) The individuals responsible for 
ratification in the major commands 
(other than AFSC) and AFLC activities 
will forward a copy of the statement of 
facts prepared for each unauthorized 
transaction (subparagraph (1)(a) of 
this paragraph), including an indication 
of whether or not the transaction was 
ratified, to AFLC (MCPP). The com- 
manders of AFSC activities will forward 
the statement to AFSC (SCKP). 


s * * > * 


§ 1001.455 General procurement author- 
ity. 

(a) General. This authority has been 
delegated by subject Secretary of the 
Air Force Order (SAFO) 650.4, January 
26, 1962, and redelegated to Com- 
manders of AFLC and AFSC by Director 
of Procurement Policy (AFSPPB), Hq 
USAF subject Delegation Letter, 
December 28, 1964. 


§ 1001.467 Procurement support in ur- 
gency areas or situations. 


Areas or situations of military opera- 
tional nature develop from time to time 
which require rapid procurement re- 
sponse to insure timely logistic support. 
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Hq USAF (AFPSPP) will designate such 
areas or situations as they arise. Judi- 
cious use will be made of these authorities 
to insure that urgent requirements are 
satisfied without degrading good man- 
agement or business practices. The pro- 
cedures and authorities of this section 
will apply only to procurements in sup- 
port of that area or situation. Further 
implementation of this section is not 
permitted. 

(a) Report of contract awards of $1 
million or more (HAF-N-23). If con- 
tracting officers obtain agreement from 
the contractor to withhold public an- 
nouncement of the contract award for 
three days, contract may be issued im- 
mediately; but concurrently with the 
submission of the HAF-—N-23 report. 

(b) Authority to approve the use of 
letter contracts. The authority to use 
letter contracts (see § 1003.408(c) (1) (i) 
of this title is delegated to the Director of 
Procurement and Production at AFLC 
AMAs and AFSC divisions/centers or 
their comparable levels. The require- 
ments of § 1003.408(e) will be complied 
with immediately after issuance of the 
letter contract. 

(c) Protest before award. On protests 
before award made to higher authority 
an award may be made by the contracting 
officer after approval of the Director of 
Procurement and Production at AFLC 


AMAs and AFSC division/centers, or 
their comparable levels and with the ad- 
vice of the Judge Advocate General. Re- 
quirements of § 1002.407-9(b) (2) will be 
accomplished immediately after award. 


Subpart F—Debarment, Ineligibility 


and Suspension 


4. Section 1001.601-3 is amended by 
revising paragraph (b); the heading of 
§ 1001.610 and subparagraph (a) (3) are 
revised; and the last sentence of 
§ 1001.650 is revised. These sections now 
read as follows: 


§ 1001.601-3 Joint Consolidated List. 


= * * * * 


(b) Distribution. Distribution of the 
Joint Consolidated List of Debarred, In- 
eligible, and Suspended Contractors and 
periodic revisions will be accomplished 
according to provisions of AFM 7-1 (Re- 
ceiving, Distributing, Requisitioning, and 
Warehousing, Publications and Forms). 
Advance notices of additions, deletions, 
and modifications will be distributed ac- 
cording to applicable procedures. Activi- 
ties may receive upon request and proper 
justification to AFLC (MCJMF) copies of 
these notices. 

- .Z 7 > 7. 


§ 1001.610 Use of lists. 
(a) Determination of overseas listings. 


. . + * + 

(3) The activity contacted will reply 
to the requesting activity within 2 work- 
ing days by the most expeditious means 
of communication. If the firm or indi- 
vidual in question appears on an offshore 
consolidated list, the reply will include 
the information outlined in § 1001.609-3 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


of this title and will be assigned a secu- 
rity classification commensurate with the 
information furnished. 

> = * > . 


§ 1001.650 Reporting violations. 


All AF personnel will promptly report, 
according to AFR 124-8 (Violations of 
Public Trust in Contract, Procurement, 
and Other Matters), any indication of 
fraud or other violation of public trust 
for appropriate investigative action. Up- 
on receipt of action copies of the investi- 
gative reports, the major command con- 
cerned will submit comments and recom- 
mendations as to debarments or suspen- 
sion of the firms or individuals involved 
to the DCS/S&L, Hq USAF, through 
AFLC (MCJMF). Upon request, major 
commands will supply MCJMF with a 
closing report of action taken regarding 
the findings outlined in investigative re- 
ports. Reports are exempt from the re- 
quirements of reports c@ntrol symbols in 
compliance with paragraph 3(f), AFR 
300-5 (Air Force Data Evaluation Pro- 
gram). 


5. Subpart H is revised to read as 
follows: 


Subpart H—Labor Surplus Area Concerns 


Sec. 
1001.800 
1001.801-2 


Scope of subpart. 

Area trends in employment and 
unemployment. 

Application of policy. 

Exceptions. 

Partial set-asides for labor sur- 
plus area concerns. 

1001.804-1 General. 

AvrTHorrry:The provisions of this Subpart 
H issued under sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; secs. 
2301-2314, 70A Stat. 127-133; 10 U.S.C. 8012; 
10 U.S.C, 2301-2314. 


Subpart H—Labor Surplus Area 
Concerns 


§ 1001.800 Scope of subpart. 


See Subpart G, Part I of this title and 
Subpart G of this part. 


§ 1001.801-2 Area trends in employ- 
ment and unemployment. 


“Area trends in Employment and Un- 
employment,” which establishes the 
boundaries of each labor market area 
and lists communities included in each 
area, is distributed by the Department of 
Labor directly to AF purchasing activi- 
ties. Hq AFLC (MCP-5) and Hq AFSC 
(SCK-4) will periodically assure that 
distribution is adequate and that the 
contents of the publication are fully un- 
derstood and correctly used by cognizant 
personnel. 


§ 1001.803 Application of policy. 

(a) Except as provided in § 1001.803-1 
of this title, forward a copy of each pur- 
chase request with an estimated value 
of $200,000 or more directly to the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force (SAFILE), Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20330; with copies to AFSC 
(SCK) or AFLC (MCP), as appropriate. 
Base procurement activities should send 
an information copy to their Command 
headquarters. Send the Purchase Request 


1001.803 
1001.803—1 
1001.804 
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under cover of a letter signed by the 
Director of Procurement and Production 
at any AFLC AMA, the Chief, Procure- 
ment and Production Office, or the Dep- 
uty for Procurement at an AFSC division 
or center, as appropriate, and the Chief 
of the Procurement Office at all other 
continental U.S. Air Force activities. The 
covering letter should describe the kind 
of procurement action contemplated 
(i.e., competitive, sole source follow-on, 
etc.); and should state whether or not 
a partial set-aside for labor surplus are 
concerns will be applied using the criteria 
established in § 1001.804.1(a) (2) of this 
title, and if not, why not. In any instance 
where “data not available” or “incom- 
plete or inaccurate data” is cited as the 
reason that a partial set-aside for labor 
surplus area concerns cannot be made, 
set forth in the covering letter either (1) 
a resume of actions taken or contem- 
plated to obtain required data, or (2) 
rationale supporting a decision not to 
obtain such data. If procurement action 
is to be taken by an activity other than 
the one which forwards the PR, indicate 
that fact in the covering letter, and 
identify the procuring activity. The 
activity that will take the procurement 
action is then responsible for furnishing 
the PRs and the covering letter at least 
10 workdays prior to any Source Selec- 
tion Board or other action leading to 
source selection to permit SAFILE suffi- 
cient time to make any labor surplus 
area recommendations deemed necessary. 


§ 1001.803-1 Exceptions. 


In order that the Air Force may con- 
centrate its efforts on those proposed 
procurements that are appropriate for 
consideration in the labor surplus area 
program, the following procurements are 
expected from the requirements of 
§ 1001.803 of this title. 

(a) Research, development, test, and 
evaluation contracts. 

(b) Construction contracts. 

(c) Second and subsequent year of 
multiyear procurements and second and 
third year of procurements let under the 
AFLC 3-year policy. 

(d) Procurements exempt from syn- 
opsis requirements pursuant to § 1001.- 
1003-1 (b) and (c) of this title. 


§1001.804 Partial set-asides for labor 
surplus area concerns, 


§ 1001.804-1 General. 


(a) (1) [Not implemented] 

(2) If the set-aside portion is 50 per- 
cent or less, unit price difference attribut- 
able to the division of a procurement 
into two portions does not constitute a 
price differential. 


Subpart I—Responsible Prospective 
Contractors 


6. Subpart I is amended by adding 
new §§1001.904-1 and 1001.904-2 as 
follows: 


§ 1001.904-1 Requirement. 


The contracting officer will screen the 
current Air Force Contractor Experience 
List (AFCEL) prior to executing the 
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determination of contractor respon- 
sibility required by § 1001.904-1 (see 
§ 1001.905-50(e) of this subpart con- 
cerning the use of AFCEL). This screen- 
ing action will: be documented by 
including the following statement in the 
contracting officer’s determination: 

I have screened the current Air Force Con- 
tractor Experience List to determine whether 
or not the prospective contractor is listed 
thereon, and the results of such screening 
have been considered in making this 
determination of responsibility. 


§ 1001.904—2 Exceptions. 


Written determinations of respon- 
sibility are not required for procure- 
ments falling within the exceptions 
listed in § 1001.904-2 of this title. The 
contracting officer, however, to avoid 
making purchases from, or contract 
awards to persons or firms other than 
responsible prospective contractors, will 
screen the AFCEL in every case. 


Subpart L—Specifications, Plans and 
Drawings 


7. Section 1001.1202 is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 1001.1202 Mandatory specifications. 


(a) The following types of specifica- 
tions are authorized for use in order of 
preference listed below. These specifica- 
tions will be considered by all AF per- 
sonnel as suitable for formally adver- 
tised procurement. 

(1) Federal Specifications. Examples: 
W-N-151, QQ-A-3562, PPP-B-601. 

(2) Fully coordinated military speci- 
fications. Examples: MIL—C-823B, JAN 
1-7, MIL-M-6176. 

(3) Limited coordination military 
specifications (ASG-Aeronautical Stand- 
ards Group). Examples: MIL—F-62188 
(ASG) , MIL-L-25336 (ASG). 

(4) Limited coordinated military 
specifications (USAF). Examples: MIL— 
S-8750 (USAF), MIL-8-8743A (USAF). 

(5) Limited coordinated military 
specifications (other than USAF). Ex- 
amples: MIL—C-13664 (ORD), MIL-C- 
13745 (Sig C), MIL—V-13612 (CE), MIL— 
R-18059 (Aer), MIL—W-19583 (Navy), 
MIL-L-18045 (Ships). 

(6) Specifications of other Govern- 
ment agencies. Examples: CAA-293, 
GSA-312. 

(7) Specifications of nongovernment 
agencies. These specifications are ap- 
proved for general use only when listed 
in ANA Bulletin 147 or ANA Bulletin 343 
or if specifically approved for a particu- 
lar AF use by the appropriate engineering 
activity. 

(b Specifications or purchase descrip- 
tions are not required for spare parts, 
components, or materials required for 
existing stocks of material or for main- 
tenance and operation of established in- 
stallations, provided the item descrip- 
tion used includes the sources’ part num- 
ber or drawing number and refers to the 
model designation and manufacturer’s 
name and address of the equipment with 
which the item is to be used. The above 
items will be considered for formal ad- 
vertising under the conditions described 
herein only when the items to be pro- 
cured are predominantly commercial 
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type items and two or more sources of 
supply are available for competition. If 
these latter conditions prevail, and it is 
necessary to describe the item to be pro- 
cured in terms of a particular manufac- 
turer’s product, the description in IFB 
or RFP must also include the words “or 
equal.” 

(c) [Not implemented] 

(d) Paragraph (a) of this section pro- 
vides that the types of specifications 
listed therein will be considered by all 
AF personnel as suitable for formally 
advertised procurement. If the specifica- 
tion is proven inadequate by formal 
advertising with no responsive bids re- 
ceived, the contracting officer will obtain 
approval for the specific deviations in- 
volved from the engineering activity 
controlling the specification before fur- 
ther procurement action is taken. 

(e) Use of MIL-D-9412 (USAF) Mili- 

tary Specification. Contracts funded 
with AF funds for the design study, de- 
velopment, or production of a weapon 
system, command and control system, 
support system, advanced objective, sub- 
system or end items of equipment, will 
include the MIL—D-9412 (USAF) speci- 
fication and recite the applicable parts 
thereof if: the item being designed will 
require aerospace ground equipment, or 
the contract calls for aerospace ground 
equipment. 
(Secs. 8012, 2301-2314, 70A Stat. 488, 127-133; 
10 U.S.C. 8012, 2301-2314) [Air Force Pro- 
curement Instruction 1968 Edition and 
AFPI Revision No. 1, Apr. 30, 1968, and 
AFPI Revision No. 2, May 31, 1968] 


By orders of the Secretary of the Air 
Force. 


ALEXANDER J. PALENSCAR, JI., 

Colonel, U.S. Air Force, Chief, 
Special Activities Group, Of- 
fice of The Judge Advocate 
General. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11246; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 50-—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 


PART. 1O—MIGRATORY BIRDS 


Open Seasons, Bag Limits, and Pos- 
’ session of Certain Migratory Game 
Birds 
Section 10.46(b), footnote 3 as pub- 


lished on page 10729 of the FepERAL REc- 
ISTER Of July 27, 1968, is revised to read: 


In Illinois, the open hunting season for 
common snipe (Wilson’s) is October 15—- 
December 1. 


(40 Stat. 755; 16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.) 
This revision is effective upon publica- 
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


ABRAM V. TUNISON, 
Acting Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 
SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11235; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
; 8:45 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Certain National Wildlife Refuges, 
Alaska 


The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective on date of pub- 
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

ALASKA 


ALEUTIAN ISLANDS NATIONAL WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 


Public hunting of upland game on all 
lands within the Aleutian Islands Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge, except Amchitka, 
Alaska, is permitted in accordance with 
all applicable State regulations govern- 
ing upland game hunting. Information 
relative to hunting thereon may be ob- 
tained from the Refuge Manager, Cold 
Bay, Alaska. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through June 30, 1969. 


ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE RANGE 


Public hunting of upland game on all 
lands within the Arctic National Wildlife 
Range, Alaska, is permitted in accord- 
ance with all applicable State laws gov- 
erning upland game hunting. Informa- 
tion relative to hunting thereon may be 
obtained from the Refuge Supervisor, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Post Office Box 280, Anchoraze, Alaska 
99501. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through June 30, 1969. 


CLARENCE RHODE NATIONAL WILDLIFE 
RANGE 


Public hunting of upland game on all 
lands within the Clarence Rhode Na- 
tional Wildlife Range, Alaska, is per- 
mitted in accordance with all applicable 
State regulations governing upland game 
hunting. Information relative to hunt- 
ing thereon may be obtained from the 
Refuge Manager, Bethel, Alaska. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife areas gener- 
ally, which are set forth in Title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and are 
effective through June 30, 1969. 


IZEMBEK NATIONAL WILDLIFE RANGE 


Public hunting of upland game on all 
lands within the Izembek National Wild- 
life Range, Alaska, is permitted in ac- 
cordance wfth all applicable State regu- 
lations governing upland game hunting, 
subject to the following special condi- 
tion: The landing of aircraft is pro- 
hibited except in the event of emergency. 
Information relative to hunting thereon 
may be obtained from the Refuge Super- 
visor, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, Post Office Box 280, Anchor- 
age, Alaska 99501. 
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The provisions of this special] regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through June 30, 1969. 


KENAI NATIONAL MOOSE RANGE 


Public hunting of upland game on all 
lands within the Kenai National Moose 
Range, Alaska, is permitted in accord- 
ance with all applicable State regulations 
governing upland game hunting, subject 
to the following special conditions: 

(1) Except in the event of an emer- 
gency, the landing of aircraft on that 
portion of the Kenai National Moose 
Range bounded on the south by the 
Kenai River and the Skilak Lake is re- 
stricted to the following areas: 

Area No. 1. All lakes, streams, and 
other bodies of water except that air- 
eraft may not be landed on any glacier. 

Area No. 2. The airstrip situated near 
the south side of Upper Funny River at 
longitude 150°26’50’’ W., latitude 60°12’- 
20’’ N. 

Area No. 3. The airstrip.situated near 
the west side of Funny River at longitude 
150°44’52’’ W., latitude 60°20’12’’ N. 

Area No. 4. The airstrip situated near 
the north side of Fox River at longitude 
150°44’ W., latitude 59°58’30’’ N. 

All coordinates are approximate. 

This area is delineated on maps avail- 
able at Refuge headquarters and from 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office Box 
3737, Portland, Oreg. 97208. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through June 30, 1969. 


KODIAK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of upland game on all 
lands within the Kodiak National Wild- 
life Refuge, Alaska, is permitted in ac- 
cordance with all applicable State regu- 
lations governing upland game hunting, 
subject to the following special 
conditions. 

(1) Except in the event of an emer- 
gency, the landing of aircraft on the 
Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge is re- 
stricted to the lakes, streams, and other 
bodies of water. 

Information relative to hunting there- 
on may be obtained from the Refuge 
headquarters, Kediak, Alaska. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regtlations, Part 32, 
and are effective through June 30, 1969. 


NUNIVAK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of upland game on all 
lands within the Nunivak National Wild- 
life Refuge, Alaska, is permitted in ac- 
cordance with all applicable State regu- 
lations governing upland game hunting. 
Information relative to hunting on the 
refuge may be obtained from Refuge 
Supervisor, Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
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and Wildlife, Post Office Box 280, An- 
chorage, Alaska 99501. 

The provisions of this special regu- 
lation supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through June 30, 1969. 


Travis S. RosBERTs, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1968. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-11234; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge, 
Del.; Correction™ 


In F.R. Doc. 68-10038, appearing on 
pages 11823 and 11824 of the issue for 
Wednesday, August 21, 1968, the special 
conditions are corrected to read as 
follows: 

(1) Hunting is permitted only on Area 
B during the Migratory Waterfowl Hunt- 
ing Season. 

(2) Hunting is restricted to designated 
blinds within Area B by permit only. 


RicwarD E. GRIFFITH, 
Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 


[P-R. Doc. 68-11254; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


—_ 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Prime Hook National Wildlife 
Refuge, Del. 


The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publi- 
cation in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

DELAWARE 
PRIME HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of ducks, geese, 
brant, and coots on Prime Hook National 
Wildlife Refuge is permitted within the 
regularly established 1968-69 Waterfowl 
Hunting Season of the State of Delaware, 
but only within the waterfowl hunting 
area as delineated on a map available at 
the refuge headquarters, Rural Delivery 
No. 1, Box 195, Milton, Del. 19968, and 
from the Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, U.S. Post 
Office and Courthouse, Boston, Mass. 
02109. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable Federal and State regula- 
tions covering the hunting of ducks, 
geese, brant, and coots, subject to the 
following special conditions: 

(1) A Federal permit is required to 
enter the waterfowl hunting area. Per- 
mits may be obtained in person at the 
combined Federal-State checking sta- 
tion, intersection of Routes 5 and 14, 


14075 


from 2 hours before legal shooting time 
until 3 p.m. throughout the hunting sea- 
son and surrendered at the checking sta- 
tion within 1 hour after the close of legal 
shooting hours. 

(2) Hunting shall be only from blinds 
at locations designated by refuge per- 
sonnel. The possession of a loaded gun or 
shooting outside of a blind while hunting 
migratory game birds is prohibited. 

(3) Access to the waterfowl hunting 
area will be at the refuge headquarters, 
and other designated access points. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through January 25, 1969. 


RIcHarD E. GRIFFITH, 
Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11255; Filed, Sept. 16. 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge, 
Alaska; Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68—-10086, appearing on 
page 11905 of the issue for Thursday, 
August 22, 1968, the regulations should 
be corrected to indicate the closed area 
as follows: 

All portions of the Karluk Drainage 
in Game Management Unit 8 containing 
O’Malley, Karluk, and Thumb Lakes and 
watershed thereof including the Karluk 
River and tributaries outside the Karluk 
Indian Reservation. 

All other sections of the regulation are 


unchanged. 
Travis S. ROBERTS, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 
SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11276; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 am.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Tennessee National Wildlife Refuge, 
Tenn. ef al. 


The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FepERAL REGISTER. 


§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 


‘TENNESSEE 
TENNESSEE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of geese, ducks, and 
coots on the Tennessee National Wildlife 
Refuge, Tenn., is permitted only on the 
area designated by signs as open to hunt- 
ing. This open area, comprising 5,000 
acres is delineated on a map available at 
the refuge headquarters, Paris, Tenn., 
and from the office of the Regional Di- 
rector, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, Peachtree-Seventh Building, 
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Atlanta, Ga. 30323. Hunting shall be in 
accordance with all applicable State and 
Federal regulations covering the hunting 
of geese, ducks, and coots subject to the 
following conditions: - 

(1) The open season on ducks and 
coots is December 7, 1968, through Janu- 
ary 5, 1969, and on geese November 27, 
1968, through January 5, 1969. A kill 
quota of 500 geese is established. If this 
quota is reached during the above open 
season, the refuge hunt for all waterfowl 
species will be terminated. Hunting is 
permitted from %2 hour before sunrise to 
12 noon, daily, Wednesday through 
Sundays. 

(2) Blinds—The construction of blinds 
by the public is prohibited. Hunters are 
authorized to hunt only from blinds, con- 
structed by the Bureau, as specified on 
their permit. Blind fee will be $2 per 
person or $4 per blind if occupied singly. 

(3) Guns must be unloaded at all 
times except when hunters are inside 
blinds. No shooting is permitted outside 
of blinds. 

(4) Ammunition—No hunter may 
possess or fire more than twelve (12) 
shells during any one hunting trip. 
Shells containing shot larger than num- 
ber two (2) are prohibited. 

(5) Intoxicating beverages and per- 
sons under the influence of intoxicating 
beverages or drugs will not be permitted 
on the refuge. 

(6) Hunters under sixteen (16) years 
of age must be accompanied by an adult. 

(7) Hunters are required to check in 
and out of the designated checking 
station. 

(8) Persons without permits, except 
authorized officials, will not be allowed 
in the hunting area. 

(9) Hunters must be in possession of 
a valid Tennessee Hunting License and if 
sixteen (16) years or older an unexpired 
Federal migratory bird hunting stamp 
before drawing for a blind. 

(10) Group applications of no more 
than two per group will be accepted. 

(11) No more than two persons will be 
permitted to hunt from a blind. 

(12) Controlled retrievers will be per- 
mitted on the refuge hunt. 

(13) Applications for advance reser- 
vations for refuge permits must be sub- 
mitted in writing to the refuge office, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Box 849, Paris, Tenn. 38242. Applications 
must be postmarked during the period 
October 1, 1968, through October 15, 1968. 
Only one application will be accepted per 
individual. Advance reservations will be 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


awarded on the basis of a drawing held 
at the refuge office on October 17, 1968. 

(14) Permit reservations are non- 
transferable. - 

Correction. In F.R. Doc. 68—10202, ap- 
pearing on page 12051 of the issue for 
Saturday, August 24, 1968, subparagraph 
(11) under special conditions should read 
as follows: 

(11) Hunters desiring to hunt deer in 
the area open to gun hunting must have a 
Federal permit. Applications for permits 
must be submitted in writing to the ref- 
uge office, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, Box 849, Paris, Tenn. 38242 dur- 
ing the month of September 1968. Appli- 
cations shall be clearly marked “Gun 
Deer Hunt’. A public drawing will be 
held on October 3, 1968, in the refuge 
office. Applications will be drawn for 100 
permits per day. Permits are nontrans- 
ferable. There will be no permits issued 
after October 3, 1968. 


§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 


refuge areas. 
LOUISIANA 
LACASSINE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public hunting of waterfowl is per- 
mitted on Lacassine National Wildlife 
Refuge only on the area designated by 
signs as open to hunting. The open area 
comprises 6,400 acres or approximately 
20 percent of the total refuge area and 
is delineated un a map available at the 
refuge headquarters and from the Re- 
gional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish- 
eries and Wildlife, Peachtree-Seventh 
Building, Atlanta, Ga. 30323. Waterfowl 
hunting shall be in accordance with ap- 
plicable State and Federal Regulations 
subject to the following special condi- 
tions: 

1. The open season on waterfowl will 
be from December 14, 1968, to January 
12, 1969. 

2. Waterfowl hunting will be permitted 
five days per week, 4% hour before sun- 
rise to 12 noon daily, Wednesday through 
Sunday. Hunters may enter the refuge 2 
hours prior to shooting time and must 
be out of the refuge by 1 p.m. daily. 

3. Temporary blinds of native vegeta- 
tion may be constructed or portable 
blinds can be carried in for each hunt. 

4. Airboats may not be used on the 
refuge. 

5. The use of retriever dogs is per- 
mitted and encouraged but they must be 
under control at all times. 

6. Hunting is not permitted within 
refuge waterways and hunters must sta- 


tion themselves a minimum of 50 yards 
inland from all streams and canals. 
Hunting along lake and pond edges is 
permissible. 

7. All guns must be encased or disman- 
tled while traveling through waterways. 

8. Hunters shall not interfere with any 
refuge trapper during his daily rounds 
nor disturb any trap or set. 


LOUISIANA 
SABINE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Public waterfowl hunting on the Sa- 
bine National Wildlife Refuge is per- 
mitted only in areas designated by signs 
as open to hunting. These areas, com- 
prising approximately 10,000 acres, are 
delineated on the attached map. Water- 
fowl hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State and Federal Regula- 
tions except the following special 
conditions: 

(1) Waterfowl hunting is permitted 5 
days per week, Wednesday through Sun- 
day, December 14, 1968, through January 
12, 1969, except no hunting on December 
25, Christmas Day. 

(2) Shooting Hours: One-half hour 
before sunrise until 12 noor. daily. Hunt- 
ers may enter the hunting area 2 hours 
prior to legal shooting time and must de- 
part the hunting area by 1 p.m. 

(3) Firearms must be encased or dis- 
mantled when carried in transit through 
refuge canals. 

(4) Temporary blinds of native vege- 
tation may be constructed or portable 
blinds can be carried in for each hunt. 

(5) Use of retriever dogs is permitted, 
but must be under control of hunter at 
all times. 

(6) Livestock, fur bearers, and trap- 
ping equipment present in the hunting 
areas shall not be molested or disturbed 
by hunters. 

(7) Running lights will be required on 
all boats using refuge canals before 
sunrise. 

The provisions of these special regula- 
tions supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through January 15, 
1969. 

W.L. Towns, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11277; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Bureau of Customs 
[19 CFR Part 14] 
EXAMINATION OF MERCHANDISE 
Procedure 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to authority contained in section 251 of 
the Revised Statutes, section 624 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and sec- 
tion 301, 80 Stat. 379 (19 U.S.C. 66, 1624, 
5 U.S.C. 301) it is proposed to amend 
§ 14.2 (a) and (b) of the Customs Regu- 
lations (19 CFR 14.2 (a) and (b)), re- 
lating to examination of merchandise. 

There are advantages to the import- 
ing public in having merchandise ex- 
amined at the place of arrival. This prac- 
tice permits the prompt release and de- 
livery of the entire shipment intact at 
one time, eliminates cartage which 
causes delays, reduces the carrier’s han- 
dling costs and the costs to the importer 
and expedites the determination of the 
duties finally assessable. 

In order to reflect the reassignment of 
responsibilities under the reorganization 
of the Bureau of Customs and to assure 
uniformity of treatment throughout the 
country, it is proposed to amend the regu- 
lations as tentatively set forth below: 

Section 14.2 (a) and (b) is hereby 
amended to read: 


§ 14.2 Examination of merchandise; 
procedure. 


(a) The District Director shall cause 
to be examined all merchandise des- 
ignated for examination and any addi- 
tional quantites, packages, or parts 
thereof as the examining officer deems 
necessary.* Inflammable, explosive, or 
dangerous merchandise, or any other 
merchandise which cannot conveniently 
be examined at the public stores shall be 
examined at the place of arrival, the im- 
porter’s premises, or other suitable place. 
All other merchandise shall be examined 
at the public stores unless examination 
at a place other than the public stores is 
approved in accordance with paragraph 
(b) of this section. 

(b) The importer or his agent may re- 
quest examination at a place other than 
the public stores. The request may be 
made on the entry or other appropriate 
document and if approved shall be sub- 
ject to the following conditions: (1) 
When the examination is to be performed 
at a place other than a port of entry 
or a customs station at which a customs 
officer is permanently located, any ad- 
ditional expense, including actual ex- 
penses of travel and subsistence but not 
the salary of the examining officer, shall 
be paid by the importer. No collection 
shall be made if the total amount charge- 


able against one importer for one day 


amounts to less than 50 cents. If the total 
amount chargeable for one day amounts 
to 50 cents or more, but less than $1, a 
minimum charge of $1 shall be made. 
The importer or his agent shall furnish 
or arrange for the labor to open and 
close the examination packages; (2) 
when the examination is to be performed 
at a place other than the public stores, 
for example, at the place of arrival, 
such as a pier, dock, air carrier terminal, 
or other suitable place within the port 
limits, the importer or his agent shall 
furnish or arrange for the labor to open 
and close the examination packages. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
section 553, 80 Stat. 383 (5 U.S.C. 553). 
Prior to the issuance of the proposed 
amendment, consideration will be given 
to any relevant data, views, or arguments 
pertaining thereto which are submitted 
in writing to the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, Bureau of Customs, Washington, 
D.C. 20226, and received not later than 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the FrepEraL Recister. No 
hearing will be held. 


L&gsTER D. JOHNSON, 
Commissioner of Customs. 


Approved: September 9, 1968. 


JoszPH M. BowManN, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11271; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Wage and Hour Division 


[29 CFR Part 694] 
[Administrative Order 604] 


SPECIAL INDUSTRY COMMITTEE FOR 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 


Establishment and Convention; 
Notice of Hearing 


Pursuant to section 5 of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 205) 
and Reorganization Plan No. 6 of 1950 
(3 CFR 1949-53 Comp., p. 1004), I here- 
by establish Special Industry Committee 
No. 11 for the Virgin Islands. 

In accordance with section 8 of the 
act (29 U.S.C. 208) and Reorganization 
Plan No. 6 of 1950, I hereby convene this 
committee. I refer to it the question of 
the minimum rate or rates of wages to 
be fixed for all industries in the Virgin 
Islands in which eniployees are engaged 
in commerce or in the production of 
goods for commerce or are employed in 
enterprises engaged in commerce or in 
the production of goods for commerce 
as those terms are defined in section 3 
of the act, except those industries and 
parts thereof to which a minimum wage 


[SEAL] 


of $1.60 an hour is now applicable under 
29 CFR Part 694: Provided, however, 
That the minimum wage rate or rates 
to be recommended by this committee 
for such activities of employees in the 
Virgin Islands to which section 6 of the 
act would have applied even if they had 


-been performed prior to the effective 


date of the Fair Labor Standards 
Amendments of 1966 may not be in ex- 
cess of $1.60 an hour; and provided that 
the minimum wage rate or rates to be 
recommended by this committee for all 
activities of employees in the Virgin 
Islands (other than those engaged in 
“agriculture” as defined in section 3(f) 
of the act) to whom section 6 of the act 
applies only by reason of the Fair Labor 
Standards Amendements of 1966 may 
not be in excess of $1.15 an hour for the 
period ending January 31, 1969, $1.30 an 
hour for the period February 1, 1969 to 
January 31, 1970, $1.45 an hour for the 
period February 1, 1970 to January 31, 
1971, and $1.60 an hour thereafter; and 
provided that the minimum wage rate 
or rates to be recommended by this com- 
mittee for all such employees so engaged 
in “agriculture” in the Virgin Islands to 
whom section 6 of the act applies only 
by reason of the Fair Labor Standards 
Amendments of 1966 may not be in ex- 
cess of $1.15 an hour for the period end- 
ing January 31, 1969, and $1.30 an hour 
thereafter. 

Hearings will be held by this Industry 
Conmtmittee at the times and places in- 
dicated below. It shall investigate con- 
ditions in all industries in the Virgin 
Islands which are referred to in the pre- 
ceding paragraph and the Committee, or 
any authorized subcommittee thereof, 
shall hear such witnesses and receive 
such evidence as may be necessary or 
appropriate to enable the Committee to 
perform its duties and functions under 
the act. 

The special industry committee shall 
meet in executive session at 10 a.m. on 
December 2, 1968, on the second floor of 
Government House, Christiansted, St. 
Croix, V.I., and shall commence its hear- 
ing at 1:30 p.m. on the same day at the 
same place. Upon completion of its pro- 
ceedings at St. Croix, the Committee 
shall move the conduct of the proceed- 
ings to the Government House in 
Charlotte Amalie, St. Thomas, V.I., 
where the hearings will resumed at 10 
a.m. on December 4, 1968. 

The special industry committee shall 
recommend to the Administrator of the 
Wage and Hour and Public Contracts 
Divisions of this Department the highest 
minimum wage rates (not exceeding 
$1.60 an hour and not less than the cur- 
rently effective rates) which it deter- 
mines, having due regard to economic 
and corapetitive conditions, will not sub- 
stantially curtail employment in the in- 
dustry and will not give any industry in 
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the Virgin Islands a competitive ad- 
vantage over any industry in the United 
States outside of Puerto Rico, the Virgin 
Islands, and American Samoa. 
Whenever the committee finds that a 
higher minimum wage may be de- 
termined for employees engaged in cer- 
tain activities or in the manufacture of 
certain products in an industry than 
may be determined for other employees 
in that industry, the committee shall 
recommend such reasonable classifica- 
tions within that industry as it deter- 
mines to be necessary for the purpose 
of fixing for each classification the 
highest minimum wage rate that can 
be determined for it under the princi- 
ples set forth herein which will not 
substantially curtail employment in 
such classification and will not give a 
competitive advantage to any group in 
the industry. No classification shall be 
made, however, and no minimum wage 
rate shall be fixed solely on a regional 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


basis or on the basis of age or sex. In 
determining whether there should be 
classifications within an industry, in 
making such classifications, and in de- 
termining the minimum wage rates for 
such classifications, the committee shall 
consider, among other relevant factors, 
the following: (1) Competitive condi- 
tions as affected by transportation, liv- 
ing, and production costs; (2) wages 
established for work of like or com- 
parable character by collective labor 
agreements negotiated between em- 
ployers and employees by representa- 
tives of their own choosing; and (3) 
wages paid for work of like or compara- 
ble character by employers who volun- 
tarily maintain minimum wage stand- 
ards in the industry. 

The Administrator shall prepare an 
economic report containing such data as 
he is able to assemble pertinent to the 
matiers referred to the committee. Copies 
of this report may be obtained at the 


Washington, D.C., and Puerto Rican Of- 
fices of the U.S. Department of Labor as 
soon as they are completed and prior to 
the hearing. The committee will take of- 
ficial notice of the facts stated in the 
economic report to the extent they are 
not refuted by evidence received at the 
hearing. 

The procedure for Special Industry 
Committee No. 11 for the Virgin Islands 
shall be governed by the regulations pub- 
lished in Part 511 of Title 29, Code of 
Federal Regulations. As a prerequisite to 
participation, those regulations require, 
among other things, that interested per- 
sons shall file prehearing statements, 
containing certain specified data not 
later than November 22, 1968. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of September 1968. 


WILLARD WIRTZ, 
Secretary of Labor. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-11242; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 am.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


' Bureau of Customs 
AMINOACETIC ACID (GLYCINE) 
Antidumping Proceeding Notice 


Serremser 9, 1968. 


On March 1, 1968, information was re- 
ceived indicating a possibility that Ami- 
noacetic Acid (Glycine) imported from 
the Netherlands is being, or likely to be, 
sold at less than fair value within the 
meaning of the Antidumping Act, 1921, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.). This 
information is in proper form pursuant 
to §§ 53.26 and 53.27 of the Customs Reg- 
ulations (19 CFR 53.26, 53.27). 

Aminoacetic Acid (Glycine) is a white, 
odorless crystal with a sweetish taste 
which is widely used in the pharmaceu- 
tical industry, the rubber industry, and 
as a starting material for chemical 
synthesis. 

The information was submitted by 
Chattem Drug & Chemical Co., Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. 

There is evidence on record concern- 
ing injury to or likelihood of injury to 
or prevention of establishment of an 
industry in the United States. 

Having conducted a summary investi- 
gation as required by § 53.29 of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 53.29) and 
having determined as a result thereof 
that there are grounds for so doing, the 
Bureau of Customs is instituting an in- 
quiry to verify the information submit- 
ted and to obtain the facts necessary to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
reach a determination as to the fact or 
likelihood of sales at less than fair value. 

A. summary of information received 
from all sources is as follows: 


The information received tends to indicate 
that the prices of the glycine for exportation 
to the United States are less than the prices 
of such or similar merchandise for home con- 
sumption in the Netherlands. 


This notice is published pursuant to 
§ 53.30 of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 53.30). 


[SEAL] LESTER D. JOHNSON, 


Commissioner of Customs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11272; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


AMINOACETIC ACID (GLYCINE) 
Antidumping Proceeding Notice 


SeeTemser 9, 1968. 

On March 1, 1968, information was 
received indicating a possibility that 
Aminoacetic Acid (Glycine) imported 
from Japan is being, or likely to be, sold 
at less than fair value within the mean- 
ing of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.). This 


Notices 


information is in proper form pursuant 
to §§53.26 and 53.27 of the Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 53.26, 53.27). 

Aminoacetic Acid (Glycine) is a white, 
odorless crystal with a sweetish taste 
which is widely used in the pharmaceu- 
tical industry, the rubber industry, and 
as a starting material for chemical 
synthesis. 

The information was submitted by 
Chattem Drug & Chemical Co., Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn. 

There is evidence on record concern- 
ing injury to or likelihood of injury to or 
prevention of establishment of an in- 
dustry in the United States. 

Having conducted a summary investi- 
gation as required by § 53.29 of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 53.29) and 
having determined as a result thereof 
that there are grounds for so doing, the 
Bureau of Customs is instituting an in- 
quiry to verify the information submitted 
and to obtain the facts necessary to en- 
able the Secretary of the Treasury to 
reach a determination as to the fact or 
likelihood of sales at less than fair value. 

A summary of information received 
from all sources is as follows: 

The information received tends to indi- 
cate that the prices of the glycine for ex- 
portation to the United States are less than 
the prices of such or similar merchandise for 
home consumption in Japan. 


This notice is published pursuant to 
§ 53.30 of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 53.30). 


[SEAL] LESTER D. JOHNSON, 


Commissioner of Customs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11273; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


AMINOACETIC ACID (GLYCINE) 
Antidumping Proceeding Notice 


SEPTEMBER 9, 1968. 


On March 1, 1968, information was re- 
ceived indicating a possibility that Ami- 
noacetic Acid (Glycine) imported from 
France is being, or likely to be, sold at 
less than fair value within the mean- 
ing of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.). 
information is in proper form pursuant 
to §$53.26 and 53.27 of the Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 53.26, 53.27). 

Aminoacetic Acid (Glycine) is a white, 
odorless crystal with a sweetish taste 
which is widely used in the pharmaceu- 
tical industry, the rubber industry, and 
as a starting material for chemical 
synthesis. 

The information was submitted by 
Chatten Drug & Chemical Co., Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn. 

There is evidence on record concern- 
ing injury to or likelihood of injury to or 
prevention of establishment of an in- 
dustry in the United States. 


Having conducted a summary investi- 
gation as required by § 53.29 of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 53.29) and 
having determined as a result thereof 
that there are grounds for so doing, the 
Bureau of Customs is instituting an in- 
quiry to verify the information submit- 
ted and to obtain the facts necessary to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
reach a determination as to the fact or 
likelihood of sales at less than fair value. 

A summary of information received 
from all sources is as follows: 


The information received tends to indicate 
that the prices of the glycine for exportation 
to the United States are less than the prices 
of such or similar merchandise for home 
consumption in France. 


This notice is published pursuant to 
§ 53.30 of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 53.30). 


[SEAL] LESTER D. JOHNSON, 


Commissioner of Customs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11274; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


AMINOACETIC ACID (GLYCINE) 
Antidumping Proceeding Notice 


SEPTEMBER 9, 1968. 

On March 1, 1968, information was 
received indicating a possibility that 
Aminoacetic Acid (Glycine) imported 
from West Germany is being, or likely to 
be, sold at less than fair value within 
the meaning of the Antidumping Act, 
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.). 
This information is in proper form pur- 
suant to §§ 53.26 and 53.27 of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 53.26, 53.27). 

Aminoacetic Acid (Glycine) is a white, 
odorless crystal with a sweetish taste 
which is widely used in the pharmaceuti- 
cal industry, the rubber industry, and 
as a starting material for chemical 
synthesis. 

The information was submitted by 
Chattem Drug & Chemical Co., Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. 

There is evidence on record concerning 
injury to or likelihood of injury to or 
prevention of establishment of an indus- 
try in the United States. 


Having conducted a summary investi- 
gation as required by § 53.29 of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 53.29) and 
having determined as a result thereof 
that there are grounds for so doing, the 
Bureau of Customs is instituting an in- 
quiry to verify the information submitted 
and to obtain the facts necessary to en- 
able the Secretary of the Treasury to 
reach a determination as to the fact or 
likelihood of sales at less than fair value. 

A summary of information received 
from all sources is as follows: 


The information received tends to indicate 
that the prices of the glycine for exportation 
to the United States are less than the prices 
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of such or similar merchandise for home con- 
sumption in West Germany. 


This notice is published pursuant to 
§ 53.30 of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 53.30). 


[SEAL] LESTER D. JOHNSON, 


Commissioner of Customs. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-11275; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 am.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[Utah 1397-1400, Utah 2629-2640] 
UTAH 
Notice of Classification 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


Pursuant to section 2 of the Act of 
September 19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1412) and 
section 7 of the Act of June 28, 1934 (48 
Stat. 1272; 43 U.S.C. 315f), as amended, 
the lands described below are hereby 
classified as proper for selection by and 
transfer to the State of Utah. 

The lands affected by this classifica- 
tion are located in Daggett and Summit 
Counties, Utah. 


SaLt LAKE MERIDIAN 


T.3N.,R.15E., 
Sec. 13, lots 3, 4; 
Sec. 17, lots 3,4, N44SW%; 
Sec. 20,514. 
T.3N., R.16E., 
Sec. 13, lots 2, 3, 4, SW%, NW%4SE\%, SE% 
SE%4; 
Sec. 14, lots 1, 2,3, 4,S%; 
Sec. 15, lots 1, 2,3, 4,S%; 
Sec. 22, NEYNE\,; 
Secs. 23 and 24, all; 
Sec. 27,S14NE%,S%; 
Sec. 28, SWY4NWY, 8%; 
T.3N.,R.18E., 
Sec. 13, E44SW%,SW%SW;: 
Sec. 14,8%S%; 
Sec. 17, lots 1, 2, 3, 4; 
Sec. 18, lots 1, 2, 3, 4; 
Sec. 19, lot 3, E4,SW%, W12SE¥% (minerals 
only); 
Sec. 23, all; 
Sec. 24, SEY,NEY, WY%NEY, NW; 
Sec. 29, — . 
Sec. 30, lots 2, 4, — EYNW, 
NE%SW% scnnenaeael y). 
T.2N.,R.19 E., 
Sec. 3, lots 1, 2, 3, 4. 
T.3N.,R.19E., 
Sec. 13, lots 2,3,4,N4SW%4,SWY%SW;: 
. 14, lots 1, 2,3,4,8%8%; 
. 15, is fog 
.23,NYNK, NW%SW 4; 
. 24, NWYNW 
. 29, WysSWwk,. SEY,SW%, SW'%44SE\%; 
. 30, SE%; 
Sec. 31, NEY, NEYSE\%; 
Sec. 33, SWY%4NE\%, NWYNW, S4YNWY, 


Sec. 5, lots 3,4,S4NW%,NYSW%; 
Sec. 6, lots 1, 2, S44NE\%. 
T.3N., R. 20E., 

Sec. 27, all; 

Sec. 28, lots 2, 3, 4, 5, SYNEY, EYNWY, 
ESE, SWY%SEX%; 

Sec. 29, lots 2, 3, 4, SWY%NE\%, SW%, WH 
SE; 

Sec. 30,S14SE\%; 

Sec. 33, lots 1, 2,3,4,E4%,E%W%. 


NOTICES 


The areas described aggregate 10,483.72 
acres. 


For a period of 30 days interested 
parties may submit comments to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, LLM, 721, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20240 (43 CFR 2411.1-2(d)). 


R. D. NIELSON, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11236; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


CALIFORNIA 


Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 

The Forest Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, has filed an application, 
Serial No. S 1800 for the withdrawal 
of the lands described below, from ap- 
propriation under the mining laws (30 
US.C. ch. 2), but not from leasing under 
the mineral leasing laws, subject to valid 
existing rights. 

The applicant desires the land for an 
administrative site in the administra- 
tion of the adjacent Emigrant Basin 
Primitive Area. . 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the- Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Room 4201, U.S. Courthouse and Fed- 
eral Building, 650 Capitol Mall, Sacra- 
mento, Calif. 95814. 

The Department’s regulations (43 CFR 
2311.1-3(c)) provide that the authorized 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment will undertake such investigations 
as are necessary to determine the exist- 
ing and potential demand for the lands 
and their resources. He will also under- 
take negotiations with the applicant 
agency with the view of adjusting the 
application to reduce the area to the 
minimum essential to meet the appli- 
cant’s needs, to provide for the maximum 
concurrent utilization of the lands for 
purposes other than the applicant’s, and 
to reach agreement on the concurrent 
management of the lands and their 
resources. 

The authorized officer will also prepare 
a report for consideration by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior who will determine 
whether or not the lands will be with- 
drawn as requested by the applicant 
agency. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 


Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN 
STANISLAUS NATIONAL FOREST 
Horse Meadow Administrative Site 


T.4N.,R.21E., 

Sec. 27, S%SEY4NEYNW%, E%WYSEY 
NW\%, NEY4SE%4SE%NW%, WY%EYSEY 
NW%, E%NEY%SEYNW%, WY%SW% 
SEY%NWY%, W%NEYSWY%, WYNEY 
NEY%SW%, E%NEY%NWY%SW%, SEY 
NW4%4SWi%, SE4ZSWY4NWY4SW, NEY 
SW%SW%, W%SEY4SWY%4SW%, W% 
SW'4SW%, NE4SE4SW%SW%, and 
NWY4NW4%SE%4SW: 

Sec. 34, NWY%4NEY%NWY%NWY and NEY 
NWYNWYNW. 

The areas described aggregate ap- 
proximately 125 acres in Tuolumne 
County. 

JESSE H. JOHNSON, 
Acting Chief, 
Lands Adjudication Section. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11237; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 
ROBERT V. HUGO 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro- 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests during 
the past 6 months: 

(1) No change. 

(2) No change. 

(3) No change. 

(4) No change. 


This statement is made as of Septem- 
ber 3, 1968. 


Dated: September 3, 1968. 


Rosert V. Hueco, 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11238; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


JOHN H. KLINE 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements of 
section 710(b)(6) of the Defense Pro- 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests during 
the past 6 months: 


(1) No change. 
(2) No change. 
(3) No change. 
(4) No change. a 


This statement is made as of Septem- 
ber 1, 1968. 


Dated: August 30, 1968. 
JOHN H. KLINE. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11239; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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STANLEY MILTON SWANSON 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro- 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests during 
the past 6 months: 

(1) Nochange. 

(2) Nochange. 

(3) Nochange. 

(4) No change. 


This statement is made as of Septem- 
ber 2, 1968. 


Dated: September 2, 1968. 


StTanLEY M. SWANSON. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11240; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





JAMES W. McWHINNEY 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 
In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro- 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 


place in my financial interests during 
the past 6 months: 


(1) Nochange. 
(2) Nochange. 
(3) No change. 
(4) No change. 


This statement is made as of Au- 
gust 31, 1968. 


Dated: September 4, 1968. 


JAMES W. MCWHINNEY. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11241; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Office of the Secretary 


IDAHO, NEVADA, NORTH CAROLINA 
AND SOUTH DAKOTA 


Designation of Areas for Emergency 
Loans : 

For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con- 
solidated Farmers Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named counties in the States of Idaho, 
Nevada, North Oarolina, and South 
Dakota, natural disasters have caused a 
need for agricultural credit not readily 
available from commercial banks, coop- 
erative lending agencies, or other re- 
sponsible sources. . 

Ipasto , 


Minidoka. » Power. 


Oneida. 


NOTICES 


NEVADA 

Eureka. Lander. 
Humboldt. Pershing. 

NortTH CAROLENA 
Franklin. Pender. 
Lenoir. Warren. 
New Hanover. 

SoutH DAKOTA 

Corson. 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after June 
30, 1969, except to applicants who previ- 
ously received emergency or special live- 
stock loan assistance and who can qualify 
under established policies and proce- 
dures. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of September 1968. 


ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11280; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Packers and Stockyards 
Administration 


HAYS LIVESTOCK MARKET CENTER 
Posted Stockyards 


Pursuant to the authority. delegated 
under the Packers and Stockyards Act, 
1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), 
on the respective dates specified below, it 
was ascertained that the livestock mar- 
kets named below were stockyards within 
the definition of that term contained in 
section 302 of the Act, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 202), and notice was given to 
the owners and to the public by posting 
notices at the stockyards as required by 
said section 302. 

Name, location of stockyard, and 
date of posting 


KANSAS 
Hays Livestock Market Center, Hays, Sept. 4, 


MISSISSIPPI 
Peeler’s Livestock Sales, Kosciusko, May 15, 


1968. e 
NortTH CAROLINA 


Powell Livestock Company of Smithfield, 
Smithfield, Sept. 4, 1968. 


‘Texas 
Amarillo Horse Auction, Amarillo, Aug. 11, 
1968. 
UTan 
J-B Land Company, North Salt Lake, Aug. 6, 


1968. 
WISCONSIN 


Clear Lake Livestock Market, Clear Lake, 
Aug. 30, 1968. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of September 1968. 


G. H. Hopper, 
Acting Chief, Registrations, 
Bonds, and Reports Branch, 
Livestock Marketing Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11279; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
[Docket No. FDC-D-114; NDA No. 8-683] 


ABBOTT LABORATORIES 


Tolonium Chloride Tablets Marketed 
as Blutene Chloride Tablets; Notice 
of Withdrawal of Approval of New- 
Drug Application 


Abbott Laboratories, 14th and Sheri- 
dan Road, North Chicago, Ill. 60064, 
holder of approved new-drug application 
No. 8-683 and all amendments and sup- 
plements thereto for the drug tolonium 
chloride tablets, marketed as Blutene 
Chloride Tablets—100 milligrams; has 
waived opportunity for a hearing on the 
proposed withdrawal of approval of said 
application as announced in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER of July 11, 1968 (33 F.R. 9967). 

Thé Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
by virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare by the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 505(e), 52 Stat. 1053, 
as amended; 21 U.S.C. 355(e)) and dele- 
gated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2.120), finds on the basis of new in- 
formation evaluated together with evi- 
dence available when the application was 
approved that there is a lack of sub- 
stantial evidence that the subject drug 
will have the effect it purports or is rep- 
resented to have under the conditions of 
use prescribed, recommended, or sug- 
gested in its labeling. 

Therefore, pursuant to the foregoing 
finding, approval of new-drug applica- 
tion No. 8-683 and all amendments and 
supplements thereto applying to Blutene 
Chloride Tablets is withdrawn, effective 
on the date of signature of this docu- 
ment. 


Dated: September 10, 1968. 


HERBERT L. Ley, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11259; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





UPJOHN CO. 


Notice of Amended Filing of Petition 
Regarding Pesticides 

Notice was given in the Feperat REc- 
IsTER of March 29, 1968 (33 F.R. 5174), 
that a petition (PP 8F0708) had been 
filed by the Upjohn Co., Kalamazoo, 
Mich. 49001, proposing the establishment 
of a tolerance for residues of the herbi- 
cide diphenamid (N,N-dimethyl-2,2-di- 
phenylacetamide) and its metabolite 
(N-methyl-2,2-diphenylacetamide) in or 
on the raw agricultural commodity 
potatoes at 1 part per million. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d) 
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(1)) and § 120.9 of the pesticide pro- 
cedural regulations (21 CFR 120.9), no- 
tice is given that said petition has been 
amended by proposing additional toler- 
ances for negligible residues of diphen- 
amid and said metabolite in or on meat, 
fat, and meat byproducts of cattle, goats, 
hogs, horses, and sheep at 0.05 part per 
million and in milk at 0.01 part per 
million. 


Dated: September 11, 1968. 


J.K. Kix, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11260; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


DRUGS FOR HUMAN USE—DRUG EF- 
FICACY STUDY IMPLEMENTATION 


Announcement Regarding Combina- 
tion Drug Containing Amobarbital, 
Methamphetamine HCI, and Thy- 
roid 


The Food and Drug Administration 
has evaluated a report received from the 
National Academy of Sciences—National 
Research Council, Drug Efficacy Study 
Group, on the following combination 
drug: Delfeta-sed plus T Stedytabs, sus- 
tained release tablets containing meth- 
amphetamine HCl (30 milligrams), thy- 
roid (2% grains), and amobarbital (120 
milligrams), marketed by Eastern Re- 
search Laboratories, Inc., 302 South 
Central Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 21202. 

The Academy has evaluated this drug 
as ineffective as a combination indicated 
for obesity, in that thyroid has no place 
in the treatment of obesity. The Food 
and Drug Administration has also con- 
cluded that combinations of thyroid with 
stimulant drugs are not safe and effec- 
tive for the treatment, control, or man- 
agement of obesity in patients having 
normal thyroid function. (See policy 
statement § 3.63 (21 CFR 3.63) published 
in the FepERAL REGISTER of Apr. 11, 1968; 
33 F.R. 5617.) 

Accordingly, the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs intends to initiate pro- 
ceedings to withdraw approval of the 
new-drug application for Delfeta-sed 
plus T. 

Prior to initiating such action, how- 
ever, the Commissioner invites the holder 
of the new-drug application for Delfeta- 
sed plus T, as well as any person who 
may be adversely affected by removal of 
this drug from the market, to submit any 
pertinent data bearing on the proposal 
within 30 days from the date of publica- 
tion of this announcement in the FEDERAL 
REGIsTer. Any such data should be ad- 
dressed to the Special Assistant for Drug 
Efficacy Study Implementation (MD- 
16), Bureau of Medicine, Food and Drug 
Administration, 200 C Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20204. 

This announcement is made to give 
persons who may be adversely affected 
by withdrawal of the drug from the mar- 
ket notice of the proposed action based 
on the evaluation of this article. 


. 


NOTICES 


The holder of the new-drug applica- 
tion has been mailed a copy of the NAS- 
NRE report. Any other interested person 
may obtain a copy of the NAS-NRC re- 
port by writing to the Food and Drug 
Administration, Press Relations Office 
(CE-300), 200 C Street SW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20204. 

This notice is issued pursuant to the 
authority vested in the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare by the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(secs. 502, 505, 52 Stat. 1050-53, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 352, 355) and dele- 
— to the Commissioner (21 CFR 

120). 


Dated: September 10, 1968. 


HERBERT L. LEY, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11261; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 


EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO THE 
SECRETARY 


Statement of Organization, Fune- 
tions, and Delegations of Authority 


Section 2-020 of Part 2 of the State- 
ment of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority for the De- 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare reads as follows: t 

Sec. 2-020.00 Mission. 

The Executive Assistant to the eee 
tary is responsible for coordinating offi- 
cial matters requiring the Secretary’s at- 
tention and approval. 

Sec. 2-020.10 Organization. 

The Executive Assistant to the Secre- 
tary reports directly to the Secretary. 

Sec. 2—020.20 Functions. 

The Executive Assistant to the Secre- 
tary assures consideration of the Secre- 
tary’s views regarding special programs, 
as well as routine matters, and generally 
assists the Secretary in the performance 
of his Departmental responsibilities. His 
specific functions include: 

1. Discussing with Departmental offi- 
cials, or their representatives, problems 
arising in their areas of responsibility and 
determining which problems, and in 
what manner, should be brought to the 
Secretary’s attention. Advising depart- 
mental officials as to the Secretary’s 
viewpoints on problems which do not re- 
quire the personal attention of the 
Secretary. 

2. Identifying key issues, problems and 
differences involved in matters being 
processed for the Secretary’s approval; 
requesting additional staff work when 
necessary. 

3. Conveying and interpreting the 
Secretary’s instructions and requests 
to his staff and to operating agency 
heads, advising them of the Secretary’s 
views on DHEW policy and program 
matters. 

4. Representing the Secretary in meet- 
ings and conferences with members of 
the White House Staff, representatives 


of other Departments, and members of 
nongovernmental groups, for the purpose 
of discussing matters pertaining 
DHEW programs and activities. 

5. Serving as Executive Secretary of 
the Secretary’s staff meeting. 

6. Serving as Chairman of the Depart- 
ment Patent Board. 


Dated: September 10, 1968. 


DonaLp F. SruMpson, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11262; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Social Security Administration 
ICELAND AND NEW ZEALAND 


Notice of Findings Regarding Foreign 
Social Insurance or Pension Systems 


Section 202(t)(2) of the Social Se- 
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 402(t) (2)) author- 
izes and requires the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare to find whether 
a foreign country has in effect a social 
insurance or pension system which is of 
general application in such country and 
under which (A) periodic benefits, or the 
actuarial equivalent thereof, are paid on 
account of old age, retirement, or death; 
and (B) individuals who are citizens of 
the United States but not citizens of such 
foreign country and who qualify for such 
benefits are permitted to receive such 
benefits or the actuarial equivalent 
thereof while outside such foreign coun- 
try without regard to the duration of the 
absence. 

Pursuant to authority duly vested in 
him by the Secretary of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare, the Commissioner of 
Social Security has approved findings 
that: 

(1) Iceland has a pension system of 
general application which pays periodic 
bertefits on account of old age, retire- 
ment, or death, but that under its pension 
system citizens of the United States, not 
citizens of Iceland, who leave Iceland, are 
not permitted to receive such benefits 
or their actuarial equivalent at the full 
rate without qualification or restriction 
while outside that country; and 

(2) New Zealand has a pension sys- 
tem of general application which pays 
periodic benefits on account of old age, 
retirement, or death, but that under its 
pension system citizens of the United 
States, not citizens of New Zealand, who 
leave New Zealand, are not permitted to 
receive such benefits or their actuarial 

equivalent at the full rate without qualifi- 
cation or restriction While outside that 
country. 

Accordingly, it is hereby determined 
and found that Iceland and New Zealand 
have in effect pension systems which are 
of general application in such countries 
and which meet the requirements of sec- 
tion 202(t) (2) (A) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 402(t)(2)%A)), but not 
the requirements of section 202(t) (2) (B) 
of the Act (42 U.S.C, 402(t) (2) (B)). 
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This augments the findings with re- 
spect to Iceland and New Zealand pub- 
lished in the Feperat REGISTER of July 26, 
1958 (23 F.R. 5673). 


[sEaL] RosertT M. BALL, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 


AuvcustT 23, 1968. 
Approved September 11, 1968. 


WIxsur J. COHEN, 
Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11263; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. 18308, 18309; FCC 68-903] 


CHRISTIAN VOICE OF CENTRAL OHIO 
AND DELAWARE-MARYSVILLE 
BROADCASTING SERVICE, INC. 


Order Designating Applications for 
Consolidated Hearing on Stated 
Issues 


In re applications of Christian Voice of 
Central Ohio, Gahanna, Ohio, Requests: 
104.9 mc, No. 285; 3 kw (horizontal), 
1.969 kw (vertical) ; 300 feet, Docket No. 
18308, File No. BPH-6137; Delaware- 
Marysville Broadcasting Service, Inc., 
Delaware, Ohio, Requests: 104.9 me, No. 
285; 3 kw; 224 feet, Docket No. 18309, 
Filé No. BPH-6199; for construction 
permits. 

1. The Commission has under con- 
sideration the above captioned and de- 
scribed applications which are mutually 
exclusive'in that operation by the appli- 
cants* as proposed would result in 
mutually destructive interference. 

2. Christian Voice of Central Ohio 
(“Voice”) has informally requested dis- 
missal of the Delaware-Marysville 
Broadcasting Service, Inc., (“D-M’’) ap- 
plication as inconsistent with the “25- 
mile” rule [§ 73.203(b)] then in effect. 
Voice contends that the distance be- 
tween the main post offices of Columbus, 
Ohio (where the channel is assigned), 
and Delaware, Ohio, is 26 miles. Reliance 
on this information provided to Voice by 
a Columbus postal official is misplaced, 
for the rule calls for use of. Columbus’ 
coordinates which are listed in the-Com- 
merce Department’s Airline Distance 
publication. Moreover, the postal offi- 
cial’s comments suggest that his calcu- 
lations are based on road miles between 
the post offices. In any event, Commis- 
sion calculations show the distance to be 
23.3 miles, well within the 25-mile limit, 
and Voice’s request will be denied. 

3. The respective proposals are for 
different communities. Consequently, it 
will be necessary to determine pursuant 
to section 307(b) of the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, which of 
the proposals would better provide a 
fair, efficient and equitable distribution 
of radio service. 
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4. Since no determination has yet been 
reached on whether the antenna pro- 
posed by D-M would constitute a menace 
to air navigation, an issue regarding this 
matter is required. 

5. In Minshall Broadcasting Co., Inc., 
11 FCC 2d 796, 12 RR 2d 502 (1968), we 
indicated that applicants were expected 
to provide full information on (i) the 
steps they have taken to inform them- 
selves of the real needs and interests of 
the area; (ii) the suggestions they have 
received; (iii) their evaluation of those 
suggestions; and (iv) the programing 
proposed to meet the community needs 
as they have been evaluated. Although 
D-M appears to have made a survey, in- 
sufficient information has been provided 
to show consultation with a representa- 
tive cross-section of local citizens and 
leaders. Nor has D-M listed the sugges- 
tions received, its evaluation of those 
suggestions or the programing proposed 
to meet these needs as evaluated. Thus, 
we are unable at this time to determine 
whether D-M is aware of and responsive 
to the needs of its area. Accordingly, a 
Suburban issue is required. 

6. A full comparison of the applicants’ 
program proposals will not be permitted 
in the absence of a specific programing 
inquiry—Jones T. Sudbury 8 FCC 2d 360, 
FCC 67-614 (1967). Such full compar- 
ison is warranted when one applicant 
proposes predominantly specialized pro- 
graming and the other general market 
pograming—Ward L. Jones, FCC 67-82 
(1967); Policy Statement on Compara- 
tive Broadcast Hearings, 1 FCC 2d 393, 
footnote 9 at 397 (1965). In this case, 
Voice proposes predominantly religious 
programing and D-M, general market 
programing. Therefore, the programing 
proposals of the applicants may be com- 
pared under the contingent comparative 
issue. 

7. Voice has not indicated whether its 
facilities would be available for the 
presentation of programs by other, in- 
cluding non-Christian religious groups, 
and an issue on this matter will be 
specified. : 

8. Except as indicated below, the ap- 
plicants are qualified to construct and 
operate as proposed. However, because of 
their mutual exclusivity, the Commission 
is unable to make the statutory finding 
that a grant of the applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience and 
necessity, and is of the opinion that the 
applications must be designated for hear- 
ing on the issues set forth below. 

9. It is ordered, That pursuant to sec- 
tion 309<e) of the Communications Act of 
1934,'as amended, the applications are 
designated for hearing in a consolidated 
proceeding, at a time and place to be 
specified in a subsequent order, upon the 
following issues: 

(1) To determine the efforts made by 
Delaware-Marysville Broadcasting Serv- 
ice, Inc., to ascertain the community 
needs and interests of the area to be 
served and the means by which the appli- 
cant proposes to meet those needs and 
interests. 

(2) To determine whether there is a 
reasonable possibility that the tower 
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height and location proposed by Dela- 
ware-Marysville Broadcasting Service, 
Inc., would constitute a menace to air 
navigation. 

(3) To determine whether and under 
what circumstances the facilities pro- 
posed by Christian Voice of Central Ohio 
would be available for the presentation 
of programming of other religious groups. 

(4) To determine the areas and popu- 
lations which would receive FM service of 
1 mv/m or greater intensity from the 
respective proposals and the availability 
of other FM services of 1 mv/m or greater 
intensity in such areas. 


(5) To determine, in the light of sec- 
tion 307(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, which of the pro- 
posals would better provide a fair, effi- 
cient, and equitable distribution of radio 
service. 


(6) To determine, in the event it is 
concluded that a choice between appli- 
cations should not be based solely on 
considerations relating to section 307(b), 
which of the proposals would better serve 
the public interest. 

(7) To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore- 
going issues which, if either, of the ap- 
plications should be granted. 

10. Zt is further ordered, That the 
Federal Aviation Administration is made 
a party to the proceeding. 

11. It is further ordered, That the 
request by Christian Voice of Central 
Ohio for dismissal of the Delaware- 
Marysville Broadcasting Service, Inc., ap- 
plication is denied. 

12. It is further ordered, That to ~ 
avail themselves of the opportunity to 
be heard, the applicants and party re- 
spondent herein, pursuant to § 1.221(c) 
of the Commission’s rules, in person or 
by attorney shall, within twenty (20) 
days of the mailing of this order, file with 
the Commission in triplicate, a written 
appearance stating an intention to ap- 
pear on the date fixed for the hearing 
and present evidence on the issues 
specified in this order. 

13. It is further ordered, That the 
applicants herein shall, pursuant to Sec- 
tion 311(a) (2) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of 
the Commission’s rules, giving notice of 
the hearing, either individually or, if 
feasible and consistent with the rules, 
jointly, within the time and in the man- 
ner prescribed in such rule, and shall 
advise the Commission of the publica- 
tion of such notice as required by § 1.594 
(g) of the rules. 


Adopted: September 5, 1968. 
Released: September 11, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISsSION,* 





[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11267; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
1Commissioner Lee concurring in the 
result. 
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[Docket Nos. 18314, 18315; FCC 68-905] 


GEORGIA RADIO, INC., AND 
FAULKNER RADIO, INC. 


Order Designating Applications for 
Consolidated Hearing on Stated 
issues 


In re applications of Georgia Radio, 
Inc., Rockmart, Ga., Requests: 107.1 mcs, 
No. 296; 3 kw; 300 feet, Docket No. 18314, 
File No. BPH-5992; Faulkner Radio, Inc., 
Rockmart, Ga., Requests: 107.1 mcs, No. 
296; 3 kw; 299.962 feet, Docket No. 18315, 
File No. BPH-6224; for construction 
permits. 

1. The Commission has under con- 
sideration the above-captioned and 
described applications which are mu- 
tually exclusive in that operation by the 
applicants as proposed would result in 
mutually destructive interference. 

2. Since no determination has yet been 
reached on whether the antenna pro- 
posed by Faulkner Radio, Inc., would 
constitute a menace to air navigation, 
an issue regarding this matter is 
required. 

3. In Minshall Broadcasting Co., Inc.,? 
11 FCC 2d 796, 12 RR 2d 502 (1968), we 
indicated that applicants were expected 
to provide full information on (i) the 
steps they have taken to inform them- 
selves of the real needs and interests of 
the area; (ii) the suggestions they have 
received; (iii) their evaluation of those 
suggestions; and (iv) the programing 
proposed to meet the community needs 
as they have been evaluated. Although 
both applicants appear to have made 
adequate surveys, neither one has listed 
the suggestions received, its evaiuation of 
those suggestions or the programing 
proposed to meet these needs as 
evaluated. Thus, we are unable at this 
time to determine whether either ap- 
plicant is aware of and responsive to the 
needs of the area. Accordingly, Surbur- 
ban issues are required. 

4. According to its application Faulk- 
ner Radio, Inc., would require approxi- 
mately $51,501 for construction and first- 
year operation. To meet this requirement 
Faulkner Radio, Inc., shows $23,681 
available in liquid assets in excess of 
current liabilities to supplement a bank 
loan of $25,000. Documentation is lack- 
ing, however, for the funds available from 
other existing operations. Thus, the 
amount available ($48,681) is short of 
the anticipated needs even using appli- 
cant’s figures. However, applicant has not 
shown that its $15,000 first-year opera- 
tional estimate is adequate for the pro- 
posed 125-hour operation and an issue 
on these matters will be specified. 

5. Data submitted by the applicants in- 
dicate that there would be a significant 
difference in the size of the populations 
which would receive service from the 
proposals. Consequently, for the pur- 
poses of comparison, the areas and popu- 
lations within the 1 mv/m contours to- 
gether with the availability of other FM 
services of 1 mv/m or greater intensity 
in such areas will be considered under 


1 Also see the Commission’s Aug. 22, 1968, 
Public Notice FCC 68-847. 
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the standard comparative issue, for the 
purpose of determining whether a com- 
parative preference should accrue to 
either of the applicants. 

6. Except as indicated below, the appli- 
cants are qualified to construct and oper- 
ate as proposed. However, because of their 
mutual exclusivity, the Commission is 
unable to make the statutory finding that 
a grant of the applications would serve 
the public interest, convenience, and 
necessity, and is of the opinion that the 
applications must be designated for hear- 
ing on the issues set forth below. 

1. It is ordered, That, pursuant to sec- 
tion 309(e) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the applications are 
designated for hearing in a consolidated 
proceeding, at a time and place to be 
specified in a subsequent order, upon the 
following issues: 

(1) To determine the amount reason- 
ably required by Faulkner Radio, Inc., 
for first-year operational costs and 
whether it has available sufficient funds 
to finance construction and first-year op- 
eration without reliance on revenues to 
thus demonstrate its financial quali- 
fications. 

(2) To determine whether there is a 
reasonable possibility that the tower 
height and location proposed by Faulk- 
ner Radio, Inc., would constitute a men- 
ace to air navigation. 

(3) To determine the efforts made by 
Georgia Radio, Inc., to ascertain the 
community needs and interests of the 
area to be served and the means by which 
the applicant proposes to meet those 
needs and interests. 

(4) To determine the efforts made by 
Faulkner Radio, Inc., to ascertain the 
community needs and interests of the 
area to be served and the means by which 
the applicant proposes to meet those 
needs and interests. 

(5) To determine which of the pro- 
posals would better serve the public 
interest. 

(6) To determine in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore- 
going issue, which, if either, of the ap- 
plications for construction permit should 
be granted. 

8. It is further ordered, That the 
Federal Aviation Administration is made 
a party to the proceeding. 

9. It is further ordered, That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and re- 
spondent herein, pursuant to § 1.221(c) 
of the Commission’s rules, in person or 
by attorney shall, within twenty (20) 
days of the mailing of this order, file 
with the Commission in triplicate, a 


- written appearance stating an inten- 


tion to appear on the date fixed for the 
hearing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this order. 

10.. It is further ordered, That the ap- 
plicants herein shall, pursuant to sec- 
tion 311(a) (2) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of 
the Commission’s rules, give notice of 
the hearing, either individually or, if 
feasible and consistent with the rules, 
jointly, within the time and in the man- 
ner prescribed in such rule, and shall 
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advise the Commission of the publica- 
tion of such notice as required by 
§ 1.594(g) of the rules. 


Adopted: September 5, 1968. 
Released: September 11, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATION 


ComMIssION,? 
[sEaL] Ben F. WaAPLeE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11268; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 





[Docket Nos. 18183, 18184; FCC 68R-374] 


H-B—K ENTERPRISES AND 
BROADCASTING, INC. 


Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Enlarging Issues 


In re applications of John P. Hilmes, 
Geoffrey B. Knutson, and Tom E. Beal, 
doing business as H-B-K Enterprises, 
Grandview, Mo., Docket No. 18183, File 
No. BP-13823; Broadcasting, Inc., Kan- 
sas City, Mo., Docket No. 18184, File No. 
BP-14486; for construction permits. 

1. This proceeding involves the mu- 
tually exclusive applications of H-B-K 
Enterprises (H-B-K) and Broadcasting, 
Ine. (Broadcasting) for construction 
permits for standard broadcast stations 
at Grandview, Mo., and Kansas City, 
Mo., respectively, operating unlimited 
time on 1190 kHz. The applications were 
designated for hearing by memorandum 
opinion and order, FCC 68-521, released 
May 15, 1968. Now before the Review 
Board is a motion to enlarge issues, filed 
on June 3, 1968, by Broadcasting, re- 
questing an issue to determine whether 
the H-B-K proposal is consistent with 
the provisions of a United States/ 
Mexican Agreement.’ . 

2. In support of its request, Broad- 
casting contends that, under an agree- 
ment between the United States and 
México, dated January 29, 1957, the 
United States is required to afford pro- 
tection to Mexican Class I-B Station 
XEWK, operating at Guadalajara, Ja- 
lisco, on 1190 kHz; that the agreement 
provides, among other things, that, if 
higher power is used by the Mexican sta- 
tion, the directional antenna shall re- 
strict the radiation to 870 mv/m, unat- 
tentuated field at 1 mile, over an arc 
between the true bearings 323° and 343°; 
that Station XEWK, presently operating 
with 50 kilowatts daytime and 10 kilo- 
watts nighttime, has notified the United 
States of its intention to operate with 50 
kilowatts, unlimited time, with direc- 
tional antenna at night but it has not 
submitted an antenna pattern; and that, 
since a Mexican-Class I-B station must 
be protected within its boundaries from 
objectionable interference from stations 


operating on the same channel to its 0.5 


Commissioner Lee concurring in the 
result. - 

+Other related pleadings before the Re- 
view Board are: (a) Broadcast Bureau's 
comments, filed June 25, 1968, and (b) 
answer to motion to enlarge issues, filed 
July 9, 1968, by H-B-K Enterprises. 











mv/m 50 percent skywave nighttime 
contour, the H-B-K proposal would 
contravene the United States/Mexican 
Agreement as a result of overlap of the 
H-B-K proposed 0.025 mv/m 10 percent 
skywave contour with the XEWK 0.5 
mv/m 50 percent skywave contour by 24 
miles on the bearing 222.1° from the 
H-B-K site.* The Broadcast Bureau sup- 
ports the motion to enlarge issues. 

3. Opposing the request, H-B—K, sup- 
ported by a statement from its engineer, 
alleges that its proposal would not vio- 
late the provisions of the treaty. H-B-K 
notes that this matter was raised prior 
to designation by the Commission in a 
letter, dated May 19, 1965, and resulted 
in an amendment to H-B-K’s applica- 
tion, dated June 30, 1965, to resolve the 
problem. Finally, H-B-K states that Sta- 
tion XEWK has not submitted its direc- 
tional antenna pattern, and therefore it 
cannot be assumed that its proposal 
would actually result in objectionable 
interference with the Mexican station. 

4. Although the problem raised here 
may have been inquired into when the 
application was tendered for filing, the 
petitioner has now raised a question as to 
whether the value of radiation originally 
attributed to Station XEWEK to deter- 
mine whether there would be prohibitive 
overlap of the pertinent contours was a 
proper one.’ Moreover, this matter was 
not considered in the designation order, 
and therefore the Board is not foreclosed 
from consideration of the merits of the 
petition. See Atlantic Broadcasting Co. 
(WUST), 5 FCC 2d 717, 8 RR 2d 991 
(1966). H-B-K contends that, by its cal- 
culations, there will be no overlap of the 
pertinent contours. However, the anal- 
ysis appearing in paragraph 3 of the 
Broadcast Bureau’s comments raises a 
sufficient question as to a possible con-~ 
travention of the United States /Mexican 
Agreement,‘ to warrant resolution of the 
problem at an evidentiary hearing before 
the Hearing Examiner. Thus the motion 
to enlarge issues will be granted. 


5. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
motion to enlarge issues, filed June 3, 
1968, by Broadcasting, Inc. is granted; 
and that the issues in this proceeding are 
a by the addition of the following 

e: 

To determine whether the operation 
proposed herein by H-B-K Enterprises 
is consistent with the commitments of 
the United States and the priority as- 
signed to Mexico for operation on 1190 
kHz under the bilateral agreement be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, 
dated January 29, 1957. 

6. It is further ordered, That the bur- 
dens of proceeding and proof under the 


? Petitioner’s allegations are supported by 
a@ statement from its consulting engineer. 

* In the engineering study contained in the 
H-B-K application, a radiation value of 705 
mv/m was employed. 

*The agreement would be violated if peti- 
tioner’s allegations are correct despite the 
fact that Station XEWK has not submitted a 
directional antenna pattern since the agree- 


ment provides for protection to certain 
limitations. 
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issue added herein will be on H-B-K 
Enterprises. 
Adopted: September 10, 1968. 
Released: September 12, 1968. 
PEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


ComMISSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[P.R. Doc. 68-11269; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 18310-18313; FCC 68-904] 


NORTH AMERICAN BROADCASTING 
Co., INC., ET AL. 


Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Designating Applications for Con- 
solidated Hearing on Stated Issues 


In re applications of North American 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., Boynton Beach, 
Fla., Requests: 1510 kc, 1 kw, Day, Docket 
No. 18310, File No. BP-17843; Radio 
Boynton Beach, Inc., Boynton Beach, 
Fla., Requests: 1510 ke, 1 kw, Day, Docket 
No. 18311, File No. BP-17999; Boynton 
Be&ch Community Services, Inc., Boyn- 
ton Beach, Fla., Requests: 1510 ke, 1 kw, 
Day, Docket No. 18312, File No. BP- 
18000; J. Stewart Brinsfield, Sr., J. Stew- 
art Brinsfield, Jr., J. Luther Carroll and 
Max R. Carroll, doing business as Radio 
Voice of Naples, Naples, Fla., Requests: 
1510 kc, 1 kw, DA, Day, Docket’No. 18313, 
File No. BP-17991; for construction 
permits. 

1. The Commission has before it the 
above-captioned applications which are 
mutually exclusive in that simultaneous 
operation of the stations as proposed 
would result in prohibited overlap of con- 
tours as defined by § 73.37 of the Com- 
mission’s rules. Each of the Boynton 
Beach applicants requests the deleted fa- 
cilities (station location, frequency, and 
power) of former Station WZZZ.* 

2. The application of Radio Voice of 
Naples (hereinafter Naples) was origi- 
nally tendered on December 4, 1967, 
which is the “cut-off” date for the Boyn- 
ton applications. It was returned as not 
acceptable for filing on January 16, 1968, 
because the proposed 0.025 mv/m contour 
overlapped the 0.5 mv/m contour of co- 
channel Station KPBC, Port Sulphur, La. 
On February 1, 1968, Naples resubmitted 
its application, proposing a newly de- 
signed directional radiation pattern 
along with a new engineering showing 
establishing that the original prohibited 
overlap had been eliminated. Accom- 
panying the application was a petition 
requesting reconsideration of our action 
and nunc pro tunc acceptance of the pro- 
posal. Naples’ position is that its appli- 
cation was “both complete and merito- 
rious” as originally filed and that the 
Commission “should not refuse compara- 
tive consideration to an otherwise com- 
plete application merely because of a 


2 Station WZZZ had been silent since Sep- 
tember 1965. On May 4, 1967, the Commission 
returned its license renewal application, and 
denied a petition for reconsideration of this 
action on Aug. 18, 1967. 
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readily curable engineering error,” cit- 
ing Natick Broadcast Associates, Inc., 
385, FP. 2d 985, 11 RR 2d 2065, and Ash- 
backer Radio Corp!, 326 U.S. 327 (1945). 

3. In opposition to the petition, North 
American Broadcasting Co., Inc. (herein- 
after North American) contends that 
the Naples application cannot be said 
to have been substantially complete 
when originally filed since extensive 
engineering changes were necessary in 
order to protect the Port Sulphur sta- 
tion.? North American states that in the 
Natick case the application, as it was 
filed, did not violate the overlap rules 
and that neither the facts nor the law 
in that case support the petitioner’s con- 
tention.* The opposition also argues that 
petitioner’s reliance on the Ashbacker 
doctrine is misplaced, and that a waiver 
of §§ 1.227 and 1.591(b) would not be in 
the public interest in view of the fact 
that Boynton Beach now has no local 
broadcast service. 

4. Although when originally tendered 
the Naples application did in fact violate 
the prohibited overlap rules, it is now, by 
virtue of the applicant’s February 1 en- 
gineering amendment, an acceptable ap- 
plication. In James River Broadcasting 
Corporation, Case No. 21,180, decided 
July 5, 1968, US. App. DC., 
aabateiss , 13 RR 2d 2088, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals ruled that the Commission was 
required to permit applicants to amend 
defective proposals after the cut-off date 
so long as the ameliorative amendment 
was not the type which, under § 1.571(j) 
(1), would require a new file number. 
Under that rule only those amendments 
which purport to change frequency, in- 
crease power or hours of operation, 
change station location, or cause new 
interference problems require the as- 
signment of a new file number. Since the 
amendment in question does not fall into 
one of the above categories, the applica- 
tion must be accepted nunc pro tunc the 
date of original tender. 

5. Based on figures provided by Radio 
Boynton Beach, Inc. (Radio Boynton), it 
will need $64,948 to construct and oper- 
ate the proposed station for 1 year with- 
out revenue. This applicant proposes to 





?North American points out that it was 
necessary to redesign the entire directional 
array, as well as the ground system, which 
included an additional tower; also to re- 
compute and plot new contours, all different 
from the original, and prepare new exhibits. 
The applicant, on the other hand, stated 
that it was a relatively simple matter to 
redesign the proposal, merely by adding one 
additional tower to the directional antenna 
system and suitably modifying the direc- 
tional pattern. The applicant’s exhibits in 
fact indicate a substantial change in its 
proposed radiation pattern resulting in the 
area within the proposed 0.5 mv/m contour 
being reduced from 1,600 to 915 square miles. 

* Natick does differ from the instant case 
in that the applicant therein made a show- 
ing with actual measurement data subse- 
quent to the cut-off date, that the applica- 
tion had in fact been acceptable at the 
time of filing. (It had been returned as - 
unacceptable in that instance because cor- 
rectly computed Figure M-3 data indicated 
prohibited overlap.) 
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meet its financial requirements through 
the sale of its capital stock in the amount 
of $2,500 and a loan of $60,000 from one 
of its stockholders. Thus, Radio Boyn- 
ton’s showing falls approximately $2,500 
short of meeting the financial require- 
ments under the Ultravision test.‘ Fur- 
thermore, this applicant states that land 
and buildings will be leased, but does not 
include any costs for these items. Ac- 
cordingly, a financial issue will be 
included. 

6. Analysis of the Naples application 
reveals that approximately $80,340 will 
be required to construct and operate its 
proposed station for 1 year without rev- 
enue. It proposes to meet these require- 
ments with new capital in the amount of 
$15,000 and a personal loan from one of 
its stockholders, Max R. Carroll, in the 
amount of $52,000. Thus, the application 
does not indicate sufficient available 
liquid assets to meet the aforesaid re- 
quirements. Furthermore, the balance 
sheet of Max R. Carroll does not show 
sufficient liquid assets to meet his afore- 
said commitment, and the balance sheet 
of J. Luther and Dorothy R. Carroll does 
not show sufficient liquid assets to meet 
Mr. Carroll’s partnership contribution. 
There are no balance sheets to support 
the Stewart Brinsfield, Sr., and Stewart 
Brinsfield, Jr., partnership commitments. 
Also, this applicant refers to an equip- 
ment purchase agreement with Gates 
Radio Co., but there is no Gates letter 
to substantiate the terms. Because of the 
foregoing, a financial issue will also be 
included as to Naples. 

7. Examination of the Part IV—State- 
ment of AM or FM Program Service ex- 
hibits of each of the applicants reveals 
that they have all failed to satisfy all of 
the informational requirements set out 
in Minshall Broadcasting Company, Inc., 
11 FCC 2d 796 at 797, in that they have 
not specifically described and evaluated 
programing suggestions of local citizens 
and community officials and indicated 
how these suggestions have been utilized 
in the formulation of their p 
proposals. Thus, we are unable to deter- 
mine whether these applicants are aware 
of and responsive to the needs of their re- 
spective communities. Accordingly a Su- 
burban issue * will be included as to each 
of the applicants. 

8. The only available site photograph 
for the Naples application is inadequate 
in that it is not of sufficient clarity to 
determine whether there are any struc- 
tures or obstructions of any kind in the 
vicinity of the antenna site which would 
cause reradiation and distortion of the 
proposed omnidirectional radiation pat- 
tern. Accordingly, a transmitter site is- 
sue is included as to this applicant. 

9. The Naples antenna location and 
height specifications have not as yet been 
approved by the Federal Aviation Ad- 


*Ultravision Broadcasting Co., 1 FCC 2d 
544, 5 RR 2d 343 (1965). 

5Suburban Broadcasters, 3 FCC 1021, 20 
RR 951 (1961). 
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ministration. Therefore, an air hazard 
issue will be included. 

10. From the information before the 
Commission it appears that except as 
indicated by the issues specified below, 
the applicants are qualified to construct 
and operate as proposed. However, be- 
cause the applications are mutually ex- 
clusive, they must be designated for hear- 
ing in a consolidated proceeding on the 
issues set forth below. 

11. Accordingly, it is ordered, That, 
pursuant to section 309(e) of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, the 
applications are designated for hearing 
in a consolidated proceeding, at a time 
and place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

(1) To determine the areas and popu- 
lations which would receive primary 
service from each of the instant pro- 
posals and the availability of other 
primary service to such areas and 
populations. 

(2) To determine, with respect to the 
ee of Radio Boynton Beach, 

Cc. 3 

(a) The manner in which the appli- 
cant will obtain additional funds to con- 
struct and operate the proposed station 
for 1 year. 

(b) Whether, in light of evidence ad- 
duced pursuant to (a) above, the appli- 
cant is financially qualified. 

(3) To determine, with respect to the 
application of Radio Voice of Naples: 

(a) Whether the individual partners 
will have the necessary net available cur- 
rent liquid assets to meet their respective 
loan and contribution commitments. 

(b) Whether the Gates equipment 
agreement line of credit is available to 
the applicant. 

(c) The manner in which the appli- 
cant will obtain additional funds to con- 
struct and operate the proposed station 
for 1 year. 

(d) Whether, in light of the evidence 
adduced pursuant to (a), (b), and (c) 
above, the applicant is financially 
qualified. 

(4) To determine the efforts made by 
each of the applicants to ascertain the 
community needs and interests of the 
area to be served and the means by which 
the applicants propose to meet those 
needs and interests. 

(5) To determine whether the trans- 
mitter site proposed by Radio Voice of 
Naples is satisfactory with particular re- 
gard to any conditions that may exist 
in the vicinity of the antenna system 
which would distort the proposed an- 
tenna radiation pattern. 

(6) To determine whether there is a 
reasonable possibility that the tower 
height and location proposed by Radio 
Voice of Naples would constitute a men- 
ace to air navigation. 

(7) To determine, in the light of sec- 
tion 307(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, which of the pro- 
posals would best provide a fair, efficient, 
and equitable distribution of radio 
service. 
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(8) To determine, in the event it is 
concluded that a choice between the ap- 
plications should not be based solely on 
considerations relating to section 307(b), 
which of the operations proposed in the 
above-captioned applications would bet- 
ter serve the public interest. 

(9) To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore- 
going issues which, if any, of the applica- 
tions should be granted. 

12. It is further ordered, That the 
Radio Voice of Naples petition for re- 
consideration and reinstatement of its 
application in granted and the applica- 
tion is accepted for filing nunc pro tunc 
December 4, 1967. 

13. It is further ordered, That the 
Federal Aviation Administration is made 
a party to the proceeding. 

14. It is further ordered, That in the 
event of a grant of any of the applica- 
tions, the construction permit shall con- 
tain the following condition: 

Any presunrise operation must con- 
form with §§ 73.87 and 73.99 of the rules, 
as amended June 28, 1967 (32 F.R. 
10437), supplementary proceedings (if 
any) involving Docket No. 14419, and/or 
the final resolution of matters at issue 
in Docket No. 17562. 

15. It is further ordered, That, in the 
event of a grant of the application of 
Radio Boynton Beach, Inc., the construc- 
tion permit shall contain a condition 
that program tests will not be author- 
ized until the permittee has shown that 
Edward H. Bunce has severed all con- 
nections with Station WIXX, Oakland 
Park, Fla. 

16. It is further ordered, That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and party respond- 
ent herein, pursuant to § 1.221(c) of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by at- 
torney, shall within 20 days of the mail- 
ing of this order, file with the Commis- 
sion, in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

17. It is further ordered, That the ap- 
plicants herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a) (2) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of the 
Commission’s rules, given notice of the 
hearing, either individually or, if feasible 
and consistent with the rules, jointly, 
within the time and in the manner pre- 
scribed in such rule, and shall advise 
the Commission of the publication of 
such notice as required by § 1.594(g) of 
the rules. 


Adopted: September 5, 1968. 


Released: September 11, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


Commission,* 
[seaL] Ben F. WaPLE, 
Secretary 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11270; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


*Commissioner Lee concurring in the re- 
sult. Commissioner Johnson dissenting. 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. RI69-64, etc.] 
ASHLAND OIL & REFINING CO. ET AL. 
Order Accepting Contract Amendment, Providing for Hearings on and Suspension of Proposed Changes in Rates * 


AucustT 29, 1968. 


The above-named Respondents have tendered for filing proposed changes in presently effective rate schedules for sales of 
natural gas subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission. The proposed changes, which constitute increased rates and 
charges, are designated as follows: 


1 Does noi consolidate for hearing or dispose of the several matters herein. 


Docket No, Respondent 


RI69-4 Ashland Oil & Re- 
fining Co., Post 
Office Box 18695, 
Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73118. 

Kewanee Oil Co., 
Post Office Box 
2239, Tulsa, Okla. 
74101, 


RI69-66..... Midwest Oil Corp., 
1700 Broadway, 
Denver, Colo. 
80202. 

Oklahoma Natural 

Gas Co.,. Post 
Office Box $71, 
— Okla. 74102. 


Union Oil Co. of 
California, Union 
Oil Center, Los 
oa, Calif. 


90017. 

Skelly Oil Co. =" 
(Operator) et al., 
Post Office Box 
1650, Tulsa, Okla: 
74102. 


do 
Standard Oil Co. of 
Texas, a division of 
Chevron Oil Co. 
(Operator) et al., 
Post Office Box 
1249, Houston, 
Tex. 77001. 
RI69-72..... CRA, Inc., Post 
Office Box 7305, 
Kansas City, Mo. 
64116. 


Herman George 
Kaiser (Operator) 
et al., 909 Place 
Bide., Tulsa, Okla; 


RI00-74..... Pool & Hooper (Op- 
ot Agent for 
D. Wrather, Jr. 
vi x Post Office 
Box 1476, Victoria, 
Tex. 77901. 

J. Ray McDermott & 
Co., Inc. (Operator) 
et al., 14th Floor 
Houston Club 
Bldg., Houston, 
Tex. 77002. 


See footnotes at end of table. 


Rate Sup- 
sched- ple 
ule 

No. 


ment 
No. 


Purchaser and producing area 


8 Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas Co., 


Ine. (Grand Valley (Camrick) 
Field, Texas County, Okla.) 
(Panhandle Area). 


Cities Service Gas Co. (Southeast 
Guymon Field, Texas County, 
Okla.) (Panhandle Area). 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., (Cen- 
trahoma Field, Coal County, 
Okla.) (Oklahoma “Other” Area). 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co: 
(Cartersville Field, Haskell and 
Le Flore Counties, Okla.) (Okla- 
homa “ Other” Area). 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (Vari- 
ous Fields, Latimer, Pittsburg, 
and Le Flore Counties, Okla.) 
(Oklahoma “‘ Other” Area); 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. 
(Arkoma Area, Latimer, Haskell, 
and Le Flore Counties, Okla.) 
(Oklahoma “‘Other’”’ Area). 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co (Ar- 
koma Basin, Okla. “Other” Area 
and Arkansas). 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (A. B. 
Cam Unit, Arkoma Basin, 
Pittsburg County, Okla.) (Okla- 
homa “Other” Area). 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (Var- 
num Unit, Arkoma Basin, Lati- 
mer = (Oklahoma 


do 
Lone Star Gas Co. (Rush Springs | 


Area, Grady County, 


Okla.) 
(Oklahoma “Other * Area). 


Panhandle Eastern Pi 
(Beard-State No. 1-6 Well, Beaver 
eee Okla.) (Panhandle 


). 
Lone Star Gas Co. (Stage Stand 
Field, Stephens County, Okla.) 
(Oklahoma “Other” Area). 


Line Co: 


Texas Eastern Transmission C 
(Helen Gohlke Field, V' 
_ Tex.) (RR. District No. 

i 


1 Trunkline Gas Co. (Heard Ranch 


Field, Bee County, Tex.) (BR: 
District No. 2). 


Amount Date 


of Date Effective sus- 
annual filing dateunless pended 


increase tendered suspended until— effect 


$8 & 568 710-1-68 3 1-69 5618, 21 


79- 1-68 (Accept- 
ed) 


1-8 


& ©10- 1-48 3 1-69 
8S 5-8 2 


79 5-68 5-69 


& 56 9 58 2 569 


79-568 2 5-69 #15, 015 


815.0 


54, 486 


“18.7 


160 


B 8 13. 8733 


2-12-00 | 0 9 15 25 
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Rate in 


creased rate refundin 


docket No. 


34561841 RI68-98, 


3416.0 
$41 16.015 RI68-22, 


416.015 RI68-22, 


4816.0 


34516.0 


5416.0 


$416.0 


3416.0 
343416 144 


4464 19,81 


3¢17.0 


6B 14 8733 


345% 16,25 
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Rate Sup 

sched- ple- 
Docket No. Respondent ule ment 
No. No. 


Atlantic Richfield 
Co., Post Office 
Box 2819, Dallas, 
Tex. 752 51, Attn: 
Richard M. Y oung, 
Esq. 


253 


37 


2 The stated effective date is the contractual effective date, which is the first 
day of the month following the anniversary date (Sept. 20, 1968) of first deliveries. 


3 Periodic rate increase. 

4 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a. 

5 Subject to a downward B.t.u. adjustment. 
* Includes 0.01-cent tax reimbursement. 


1 The stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the statutory notice. 
Amendment dated June 26, 1968, provides for 17-cent rate for 5-year period be- 


ing Oct. 1, 1968. 
, Renegotiated rate increase. 


© The stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent. 


1 Includes 0.015-cent tax reimbursement. 


® Subject to a 0.50-cent gathering charge paid by seller to buyer which is applicable 


only to the Ballantine-Johnson Unit. 


8 Includes base price of 15 cents plus upward B.t.u. adjustment (1,009 B.t.u. gas) 


Ashland Oil & Refining Co. (Ashland) 
requests that its proposed rate increase 
be permitted to become effective on Sep- 
tember 20, 1968, the anniversary date of 
its initial delivery. Ashland’s contract 
provides that an increase in price be- 
comes due on the first day of the month 
following the month in which the first 
deliveries commenced. Midwest Oil Corp.; 
Oklahoma Natural Gas Co., and Herman 
George Kaiser (Operator) et al., request 
an effective date of September 1, 1968, 
for their proposed rate increases. Pool 
& Hooper (Operator), agent for J. D. 
Wrather, Jr., et al., requests an effective 
date of August 1, 1968, and J. Ray Mc- 
Dermott & Co., Inc., request waiver of the 
statutory notice to permit an effective 
date of August 12, 1968, for its proposed 
rate increase. Good cause has not been 
shown for waiving the 30-day notice re- 
quirement provided in section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act to permit earlier effec- 
tive dates for the aforementioned pro- 
ducers’ rate filings and such requests are 
denied. CRA, Inc.’s request for waiver of 
the suspension period for its rate filing 
is also denied. 

Supplement No. 7 to Skelly Oil Co. 
(Operator) et al. (Skelly), FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 210 contains a periodic 
rate increase from 15 cents to 16 cents 
per Mcf for sales of gas to Arkansas 
Louisiana Gas Co. from the Arkoma 
Basin of Arkansas, where no formal 
guideline prices have been established 
for the area involved. Since the proposed 
16-cent rate exceeds the 11 cents per 
Mcf rate established for adjacent Okla- 
homa “Other” area which has previ- 
ously been applied for increased rates 
filed in this area of Arkansas, we con- 
clude that Skelly’s proposed rate in- 
crease should be suspended for 5 months 
from September 5, 1968, the proposed 
effective date. 

Concurrently with the filing of its rate 
increase, Kewanee Oil Co. (Kewanee) 
submitted a contract amendment dated 
June 26, 1968, designated as Supplement 
No. 3 to Kewanee’s FPC Gas Rate Sched- 
ule No. 6, which provides the basis for 
its proposed rate increase. We believe 
that it would be in the public interest 
to accept for filing Kewanee’s proposed 
contract amendment to be effective on 
September 1, 1968, the date of expiration 


El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Piceance 
Creek 


NOTICES 


1,625 8 8-68 
Field, Rio Blanco County, 


lo.) . 


21 9-27-68 






Amount 
of Date Effective sus- effect sub- 
Purchaser and producing area annual filing dateunless pended Rate in Proposedin- ject to 
increase tendered suspended until— effect creased rate refund in 


docket Nos. 






2-27-60 32 13.78 








before increase and base rate of 16 cents plus upward B.t.u. adjustment after increase. 
4 Base rate subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment. 





45 Includes base rate of 17 cents plus upward B.t.u. adjustment (1,100 B.t.u. gas) 
before increase and base rate of 18 cents plus upward B.t.u. adjustment plus 0.()1- 


cent tax reimbursement. 


% Two-step periodic increase. 


" Subject to 1 cent per Mef per stage of compression if ry compresses 
% Settlement rate accepted by the C 


ommission prior to the issuance of t the 2d 


Amendment to the Commission’s Statement of General Policy No. 61-1. 


® Initial service rate. 


2 Pressure base is 1 


of the statutory notice, but not the pro- 
posed rate contained therein which is 
suspended as hereinafter ordered. 

All of the producers’ proposed in- 
creased rates and charges exceed the 
applicable area price levels for increased 
rates as set forth in the Commission's 
statement of general policy No. 61-1, as 
amended (18 CFR Ch. I, Part 2, § 2.56), 
with the exception of the rate increase 
filed by Skelly, mentioned above, for 
which no formal ceiling rates have been 
established for the area involved but 
exceeds the area increased rate ceiling 
for adjacent Oklahoma “Other” Area 
which has been used for similar cases 
in the past. 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Good cause has been shown for 
accepting for filing Kewanee’s con- 
tract amendment dated June 26, 1968, 
designated as Supplement No. 3 to 
Kewanee’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 
6, and for permitting such supplement to 
become effective on September 1, 1968, 
the date of expiration of the statutory 
notice. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce- 
ment of the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that the Commission enter upon 
hearings concerning the lawfulness of 
the proposed changes, and that the 
above-designated supplements be sus- 
pended and the use thereof deferred as 
hereinafter ordered (except for the sup- 
plement referred to in paragaph (1) 
above). 

The Commission prders: 

(A) Supplement No. 3 to Kewanee’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 6 is ac- 
cepted for filing and permitted to be- 
come effective on September 1, 1968, the 
date of expiration of the statutory 
notice. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu- 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be 
held upon dates to be fixed by notices 
from the Secretary concerning the law- 
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1% Includes 0.25-cent dehydration paid by buyer to seller. 


2 The stated eae is the contractually provided effective date. 
p.s.i.a. 
% Not applicable to excess reserves of recoverable gas added by Supplement No. 6. 


fulness of the proposed increased rates 
and charges contained in the above-des- 
ignated supplements (except for the 
supplement set forth in paragraph (A) 
above). 

(C) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup- 
plements are hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until the date indi- 
cated in the “Date Suspended Until” 
column, and thereafter until such fur- 
ther time as they are made effective in 
the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(D) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis- 
posed of or until the periods of suspen- 
sion have expired, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Commission. 

(E) Notices of intervention or peti- 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 24026, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 18 
and 1.37(f)) on or before October 15, 
1968. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11196, Piled, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.]} 


[Docket No. CP69-41] 
ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


Take notice that on August 27, 1968, 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co. (Appli- 
cant), 1284 Soldiers Field Road, Boston, 
Mass. 02135, filed an application in 
Docket No. CP69—41 pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a certifi- 
cate of public convenience and necessity 
for authorization (1) to construct and 
operate in New Jersey, Connecticut, Mas- 
sachusetts, and Rhode Island, certain 
facilities as needed over a 3-year period 
beginning in 1969 in order to provide the 
necessary capacity on Applicant’s sys- 
tem to meet its existing customers’ re- 
quirements for additional gas supplies 





through the 1971-72 contract year; (2) to 
make sales and deliveries of natural gas 
to its resale customers in volumes suf- 
ficient to meet their estimated 1969-70 
requirements and (3) to transport and 
deliver at Peekskill, N.Y., up to 9,000 Mcf 
per day to Consolidated Edison Company 
of New York, Inc. (Consolidated Edison), 
all as more fully set forth in the appli- 
cation which is on file with the Commis- 
sion and open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks authority 
to sell to certain of its existing F-1 cus- 
tomers the following revised maximum 
daily quantities of F-1 gas commencing 
November 1, 1969: 


Maxtmum DatLy Quantiry (McF aT 


14.73 P.S.1.A.) 
Proposed 

commencing 

Nov. 1, 1969 
Brockton Taunton Gas Co--.-.------ 32, 500 
Buzzards Bay Gas Co-.-----.-.-.---- 11, 200 
Cambridge Gas Co...--------------. 25, 400 
The Connecticut Gas Co....--------- 47, 300 
The Hartford Gas Co.................... 37, 000 
Town of Middleborough, Mass_-_---- 830 
New Bedford Gas and Ed. Lt. Co__--- 18, 600 
The Newport Gas Light Co_...------. , 000 
North Attleboro Gas Co-...---.-.-.---. 800 
Horwood Gas Oo........«ccncccncccc== 3, 086 
Providence Gas Co.-..-.-..--.---.----. 49, 000 
The Southern Connecticut Gas Co... 29, 400 
Worcester Gas Light Co_............ 24, 900 


Further, Applicant seeks authority to 
sell to certain of its existing WS—1 cus- 
tomers the following revised maximum 
daily quantities of WS-1 gas commenc- 
ing November 16, 1969: 


Maxtmum DatLy QuANTITY (MCF aT 


14.73 P.S.1.A.) 
Proposed 

comm 

Nov. 16,1969 
Bosten Gas Os....nccnccscnscceece=. — 45,000 
Bristol and Warren Gas Co-..-.... 300 
Brockton Taunton Gas Co......--.-. 17, 000 
Buzzards Bay Gas Co_.............. 4,800 
The Connecticut Gas Co_....-....-. 13, 400 
The Hartford Electric Lt. Co...----- 1, 200 


The Hartford Gas Co...--....-..--.. 23, 300 
The Newport Gas Light Co--------~- 400 
North Attleboro Gas Co_-...-.~-..-- await 245 
ee — | 
Providence Gas Co................... 31, 800 
South County Gas Co---.-.-------. 250 
The Southern Connecticut Gas Co... 15, 400 
Worcester Gas Light Co_.....------. 15, 800 


The application states that in order 
to provide the desired system capacity 
when needed to meet the estimated re- 
quirements of Applicant’s customers 
through the 1971-72 contract year, Ap- 
plicant seeks authority to install and op- 
erate three 2,700 h.p. compressors at its 
Cromwell compressor station and, in ad- 
dition, to construct and operate at vari- 
ous locations along its existing system 
45 miles of 30-inch pipeline loop, 24.5 
miles of 20-inch pipeline loop, 14:3 miles 
of 16-inch pipeline loop, 5 miles of 12- 
inch pipeline loop, 6.5 miles of 10-inch 
Pipeline loop, 18.4 miles of 8-inch pipe- 
line loop, and 1.7 miles of 6-inch pipe- 
line loop. " 

The total estimated cost of Applicant’s 
Proposed facilities ts $21,550,000, which 
Applicant proposes to finance 
with cash on hand and short-term bank 
loans, to be followed by long-term 
financing. 






NOTICES 


Applicant states that it has entered 
into a precedent agreement, by which 
its sole supplier, Texas Eastern Trans- 
mission Corp., has agreed to supply 
the additional gas necessary for such 
requirements. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before October 7, 1968. 

‘Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and proce- 
dure, a hearing will be held without fur- 
ther notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. If 
a protest or petition for leave to inter- 
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


Gorpon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F:R. Doc. 68-11247; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP69-42] 
HOME GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


Take notice that on August 29, 1968, 
Home Gas Co. (Applicant), 800 Union 
Trust Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219, 
filed in Docket No. CP69-42 an applica- 
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the Nat- 
ural Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of facili- 
ties for the transportation and sale of 
natural gas in Tioga County, N-Y., all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks authori- 
zation to construct and operate an ad- 
ditional point of delivery to one of its 
wholesale customers, New York State 
Electric and Gas Corp. (NYSEG), at 
Catatonk in the town of Tioga, Tioga 
County, N.Y. Applicant states that the 
purpose of this connection is to provide 
a supply of natural gas to NYSEG in its 
new and expanding market area in and 
around Catatonk. 

The total estimated cost of Applicant’s 
proposed construction is $4,300, which 
cost will be financed from cash on hand. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
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cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before October 7, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. If 
a protest or petition for leave to inter- 
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


Gorpon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[FP.R. Doc. 68-11248; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 am.] 





[Docket No. CP69-44] 


MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE 
co. 


Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 

Take notice that on August 30, 1968, 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. (Ap- 
Plicant), 1 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 48226, filed in Docket No. CP69-44 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the construction and opera- 
tion of certain natural gas facilities for 
the transportation and sale of natural 
gas in Wisconsin, Michigan, Dlinois, In- 
diana, Tennessee, and onshore and off- 
shore Louisiana, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that the peak day re- 
quirements of its domestic customers will 
increase from 2,693,597 Mcf to 2,827,345 
Mctf in the fall of 1969. In order to supply 
the increased volumes, Applicant seeks 
authorization: 

(1) To continue the development of 
its Loreed underground storage field in 
west central Michigan, as authorized in 
Docket No. CP66-208; 

(2) To expand its main line system 
capacity, by the installation of additional 
main line compression at Applicant’s 
existing Delhi, Cottage Grove and Port- 
land Compressor Stations and the con- 
struction and operation of 26.2 miles of 
24-inch loop lines on its Defiance to 
Bridgman tie line, and .23.4 miles of 30- 
inch line in Illinois and Wisconsin; 

(3) To reinforce its Placid line by the 
construction and operation of 25.7 miles 
of 30-inch loop extending from Block 77 
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Eugene Island Area, Offshore Louisiana, 
to the Louisiana coast line; and 

(4) To construct 12.7 miles of 12-inch 
line in its Holland service area, Michi- 
gan, and to install 6 miles of 8-inch loop 
on its Beloit, Wis., lateral. 

The total estimated cost of the pro- 
posed facilities is $23,033,000, which cost 
will be financed with treasury funds, re- 
tained earnings and other funds gen- 
erated internally, together with borrow- 
ings from banks under lines of credit as 
required, which bank borrowings will be 
refinanced with permanent debt and 
equity financing as market conditions 
permit in 1969 or 1970. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before October 7, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to-intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


Gorpon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11249; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 am.] 


[Docket No. CP69-48] 
SEA ROBIN PIPELINE CO. 


Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


Take notice that on August 30, 1968, 
Sea Robin Pipeline Co. (Applicant), 
1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreveport, La., 
filed in Docket No. CP69-48 an applica- 
tion pursuant to section 7(c)} of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
Applicant to construct and operate a 
pipeline offshore from South Louisiana, 
and authorizing Applicant to make sales 
of natural gas to Southern Natural Gas 
Co. (Southern) and United Gas Pipe 
Line Co. (United). Further, Applicant 
requests certificate authorization to 
transport gas for plant use, fuel, loss, 
and shrinkage from certain offshore 
fields to a point on Applicant’s line on- 
shore in South Louisiana for delivery to 


NOTICES 


@ proposed processing plant to be oper- 
ated by producers selling gas to Appli- 
cant, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec- 
tion. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks author- 
ization to construct and operate approx- 
imately 72 miles of 36-inch pipeline, ex- 
tending from a point in St. Mary Parish, 
La., to Block 15 in the South Marsh 
Island Area; approximately 33 miles of 
30-inch pipeline extending southeast- 
ward from said Block 15 to Block 204 in 
the Eugene Island Area; approximately 
28 miles of 24-inch pipeline continuing 
southeastward to Block 222 in the Ship 
Shoal Area; and approximately 56 miles 
of 30-inch pipeline extending south- 
westward from said Block 15 to Block 
256 in the East Cameron Area; together 
with needed gathering lines, appurte- 
nances, and related facilities. 

The total estimated cost of the pro- 
posed facilities is $82,385,000. Construc- 
tion will be initially financed through 
short-term loans which will be repaid 
with the proceeds from long-term debt 
securities of Applicant. 

Applicant states that it is an unin- 
corporated joint venture newly formed 
by United Offshore Co., and Southern 
Deepwater Pipeline Co. (respectively 
subsidiaries of United and Southern) for 
the purpose of purchasing, transporting, 
and selling natural gas produced in the 
Outer Continental Shelf. Applicant pro- 
Poses to purchase natural gas from a 
number of offshore fields and to resell 
such gas to its pipeline customers under 
contracts which provide for initial con- 
tract demands totaling 613,000 Mcf per 
day. The gas is to be sold under a two 
part rate which provides for a $1.71 per 
Mcf demand charge and a 20.84 cents 
per Mcf commodity charge. 

In addition, Applicant intends to 
transport through the proposed facilities 
liquid hydrocarbons which may be de- 
rived from gas well gas purchased by 
Applicant. Applicant intends to receive 
such liquids at offshore connections to 
its facilities and to make redelivery of 
such liquids to the producers at a point 
on its line to be agreed upon. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before October 7, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 


is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11250; Filed,- Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP69-46] 
SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 

Take notice that on August 30, 1968, 
Southern Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 
Post Office Box 2563, Birmingham, Ala. 
35202, filed in Docket No. CP69-46 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au- 
thorizing the construction and opera- 
tion in South Louisiana of facilities for 
the transportation of natural gas in 
interstate commerce, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant requests au- 
thorization to construct and operate: 

(1) Approximately 2 miles of 26- 
inch pipeline extending from a point on 
Applicant’s existing Bayou Sale-White 
Castle pipeline, near mile post 12.6, to 
the proposed terminus of facilities to be 
constructed by Sea Robin Pipeline Co. 
(Sea Robin) in St. Mary Parish, La.; and 

(2) A new compressor station, with 
3,600 h.p., to be located on Applicant’s 
proposed 26-inch pipeline near the point 
where Applicant’s proposed facilities 
connect with Sea Robin’s proposed 
facilities. 

The application states that on August 
26, 1968, Sea Robin and Applicant en- 
tered into a contract providing for the 
sale by Sea Robin and the purchase by 
Applicant of natural gas. Applicant states 
that the facilities which it herein re- 
quests authority to construct will enable 
it to receive gas to be purchased from 
Sea Robin. 

The total estimated cost of the pro- 
posed construction is $2,588,590, which 
cost will be financed from cash on hand 
or from current operations. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before October 7, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 181—TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1968 





further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. 
If a protest or petition for leave to in- 
tervene is timely filed, or if the Com- 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further no- 
tice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GorRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11251; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP69-47] 
SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 


Take notice that on August 30, 1968, 
Southern Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 
Post Office Box 2563, Birmingham, Ala. 
35202, filed in Docket No. CP69-47 an ap- 
plication pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub- 
lic convenience and necessity authorizing 
the sale for resale and delivery of natural 
gas in interstate commerce to Sea Robin 
Pipeline Co. from Ship Shoal Block 222, 
offshore Louisiana, at an initial rate of 
21.25 cents per Mcf at 15.025 p.s.i.a., all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before October 7, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed- 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap- 
plication if not protest or petition to in- 
tervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re- 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a protest or 
petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or if the Commission on its own 
motion believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GorpDoN M. Grant, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11252; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


[Docket No. CP69-50} 
TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 
Notice of Application 


SEPTEMBER 10, 1968. 

Take notice that on September 3, 1968, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a division 
of Tenneco, Inc. (Applicant) , Post Office 
Box 2511, Houston, Tex. 77001, filed in 
Docket No. CP69-50 an application pur- 
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public conven- 
ience and necessity authorizing the con- 
struction and operation of.certain natu- 
ral gas facilities in order to transport 
additional gas from fields located in Off- 
shore Louisiana, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks authoriza- 
tion to construct and operate 71.6 miles 
of 30-inch diameter pipeline between 
Block 198, Ship Shoal Area, and Block 
245, Vermilion Area, Offshore Louisiana, 
and the necessary facilities at Block 198 
to connect this proposed 30-inch line to 
an authorizec 26-inch line from Valve 
523 on Tennessee’s “Muskrat Line,” 
Terrebonne Parish, La., to Block 198, 
Ship Shoal Area. Applicant further states 
that these facilities, if authorized, will 
replace the proposed 71.6 miles of 20- 
inch, 16-inch, and 12-inch pipeline be- 
tween the aforesaid Blocks 198 and 245 
authorized by the Commission in Orders 
issued at Docket No. CP65—-356. 

The total estimated cost of the pro- 
posed facilities is $31,840,000, which cost 
will be financed from funds generated 
through operations of the company and 
the sale of pipeline mortgage bonds and 
debentures. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
facilities are required to connect new 
supplies of gas which will soon be com- 
mitted to Applicant’s system. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before October 7, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 
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Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


Gorpon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11253; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


TENNESSEE FINANCIAL CORP. 


Order for Oral Presentation 


In the matter of the application of 

“Tennessee Financial Corp., Kingsport, 

Tenn., pursuant to section 3 of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956. 

On July 18, 1968, there was published 
in the FeprraL ReGIsTER (33 F.R. 10294) 
a notice of receipt by the Board of Gov- 
ernors of an application filed pursuant 
to section 3(a) of the Bank Holding Com- 
pany Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)) by 
Tennessee Financial Corp., Kingsport, 
Tenn., for prior approval by the Board of 
action whereby Applicant would become 
a bank holding company through the ac- 
quisition of 50.1 percent or more of the 
voting shares of Carter County Bank of 
Elizabethton, Elizabethton, Tenn. Appli- 
cant now owns 31.9 percent of the out- 
standing voting shares of First Peoples 
Bank, Johnson City, Tenn. 

The aforestated published notice ad- 
vised that the application was available 
for study at the office of the Board of 
Governors and the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Atlanta, and designated a period with- 
in which comments and views on the 
proposed acquisition could be filed with 
the Board. Opposition to the proposal 
has been filed by the Superintendent of 
Banks of the State of Tennessee. 

It appears to the Board that it is ap- 
propriate in the public interest that there 
be ernducted before the Board a public 
oral presentation at which views and 
cominents with respect to this applica- 
tion might be presented. Accordingly— 

It is hereby ordered, That, pursuant 
to section 262.3(f)(3) of the Board’s 
rules of procedure (12 CFR 262.2(f) (3)) 
a public oral presentation be held with 
respect to this application commencing 
at 2:30 p.m. on October 9, 1968, in Room 
1202 of the Federal Reserve Building, 
20th and Constitution Avenue, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 

It is further ordered, That any person 
desiring to present comments and views 
at the scheduled oral presentation should 
file with the Secretary, Board of Gover- 
nors, Federal Reserve System, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20551, no later than Septem- 
ber 27, 1968, written notice of intent to 
appear before the Board at said oral 
presentation, such written notice to con- 
tain a brief summary of the statement 
which will be presented at the oral pres- 
entation, and the name of the person 
who proposes to appear. 
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Dated at Washington, D.C., this 13th 
day of September 1968. 


By order of the Board of Governors. 
[SEAL] RosBERT P. FORRESTAL, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11368; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
9:52 a.m.] 


OFFICE OF EMERGENCY 
PLANNING 


INDIANA 


Amendment to Notice of Major 
Disaster 


Notice of Major Disaster for the State 
of Indiana, dated July 31, 1968, and 
published August 7, 1968 (33 F.R. 11190), 
is hereby amended to include the follow- 
ing county among those counties deter- 
mined to have been adversely affected by 
the catastrophe declared a major dis- 
aster by the President in his declaration 
of July 30, 1968: 


Ohio. 


Dated: September 10, 1968. 
Price DANIEL, 
Director, 
Office of Emergency Planning. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11256; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


COMMISSION 


[Notice 210] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1968. 


Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
279), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe- 
cial rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis- 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70715. By order of 
August 30, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Greenwood’s 
Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., 822 Howard 
Road SE., Washington, D.C. 20020, of 
certificate Nos. MC-95378, MC-95378 
(Sub-No. 1), and MC-95378 (Sub-No, 2), 
issued April 21, 1959, February 11, 1960, 
and March 12, 1963, respectively to John 
A. Rivers Service, Inc., doing business 
as Park Road Moving & Transfer Co., 


NOTICES 


1036 Park Road NW., Washington, D.C. 
20010, authorizing the transportation 
of: Household goods, between points in 

Washington, D.C., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Philadelphia, Pa., Rich- 
mond, Va., and points in Maryland and 
Virginia within 50 miles of Washington, 
D.C., and between Montgomery County, 
Md., within 10 miles of the Silver Spring 
post office on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and 
Virginia; and pianos, piano benches, 
laundry machines, refrigerators, gas 
and electric ranges, radios, musical in- 
struments, ice-making or refrigerating 
machinery and incidental equipment, 
between Washington, D.C., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Mary- 
land and Virginia within 50 miles of 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC-FC-70737. By order of 
August 30, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Nielsen & Pétersen 
Co., a corporation, Grand Island, Nebr., 
of certificate No. MC-109074, issued 
eran 16, 1967, to Nielsen & Petersen, 

Inc., Grand Island, Nebr., authorizing 
the transportation of: Household goods, 
between points in Nebraska, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Oklahoma, Texas, 
and Wisconsin. Einar Viren, 904 City Na- 
tional Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. 
68102, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-—FC-70754. By order of August 
30, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to American Casket Express 
Co., a corporation, Cincinnati, Ohio, of 
the operating rights in certificates Nos. 
MC-118785, MC-118785 (Sub-No. 3), and 
MC-118785 (Sub-No. 4) issued Novem- 
ber 23, 1959, March 17, 1964, and Decem- 
ber 28, 1965, respectively, to United Cas- 
ket Transport, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., 
authorizing the transportation of caskets, 
casket shells, and funeral supplies, all 
uncrated, from Philadelphia, Pa., to 
points in New York, Connecticut, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and Rhode 
Island, and damaged, defective, and re- 
turned shipments thereof, and casket 
covers, on return; the same commodities, 
from Cincinnati, Ohio, to points in the 
United States, except Alaska and Ha- 
waii; from Toccoa, Ga., to points in 16 
States, and from other points as speci- 
fied in Pennsylvania, Indiana, Ohio, New 
Hampshire, New York, Tennessee, and 
Kentucky, to points in various States. 
Theodore K. High, 2215 Central Trust 
Tower, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202, attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC—70747. By order of August 
30, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Paint Oil Delivery Co., 
Inc., Jersey City, N.J., of the operating 
rights in permit No. MC—113302 issued 
May 18, 1954, to Abe Samuels, doing busi- 
ness as Paint Oil Delivery Service, Long 
Island City, N.Y., authorizing the trans- 
portation, under contracts or agreements 
with persons who are engaged in the pro- 
duction of the commodities specified be- 
low, of fish oils, alkyd resins, and liquid 
gums, in bulk, in tank vehicles, over ir- 
regular routes, from Long Island City, 


N.Y., to Washington, D.C., Baltimore, 
Md., Philadelphia, Pa., and points in New 
Jersey, and, in containers, over irregular 
routes, from Long Island City, N.Y., to 
points in New Jersey within 25 miles of 
New York, N.Y.; and fish oils, vegetable 
oils, and alkyd resins, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, over irregular routes, from 
Edgewater, N.J., to Washington, D.C., 
Baltimore, Md., and Philadelphia, Pa. 
Robert B. Pepper, 297 Academy Street, 
Jersey City, N.J. 07306, representative for 
applicants. 


[SEAL] H. Neri GARSON, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11264; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Notice 689] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1968. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR Part 340) published in the Feprra. 
RecIstTer, issue of April 27, 1965, effec- 
tive July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the field official named 
in the Feperat Recister publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date of 
notice of the filing of the application is 
published in the FeperaL RecIstTer. One 
copy of such protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 


_ Motor CarRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 51518 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: PETER 
VESELY, EDWARD VESELY, AND 
FRANCES VESELY, doing business as 
VESELY BROTHERS, “THE MOVERS”, 
Post Office Box 455, Fayette, Pa. 15438. 
Applicant’s representatives: Delisi, Wick 
and Vuono, 2310 Grant Building, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Toilet preparations, soap, cosmetics, 
and related advertising material, from 
Washington Township, Fayette County, 
Pa., to points in Allegheny, Fayette, 
Greene, Washington, and Westmoreland 
Counties, Pa., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Avon Products, Inc., Newark, 
Del. Send protests to: Joseph A. Nigge- 
myer, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op- 
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 531 Hawley Building, Wheeling, 
W. Va. 26003. 
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No. MC 71460 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: SOUTH- 
ERN FORWARDING CO., 728 Alston 
Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. 38126. Appli- 
cant’s representative: James N. Clay III, 
2700 Sterick Building, Memphis, Tenn. 
38103. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (with usual exceptions), 
serving the off-route point of the plant- 
site of The Ford Motor Co. at the inter- 
section of Westport Road and Murphy 
Lane, Jefferson County, near Louisville, 
Ky., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Ford Motor Co., The American Road, 
Dearborn, Mich. (C. F. Wilkins, Super- 
visor Parts and Materials Analysis Sec- 
tion, Transportation and Traffic; Anal- 
ysis Department). Send protests to: 
W. W. Garland, District Supervisor, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 390 Federal Office Build- 
ing, 167 North Main, Memphis, Tenn. 
38126. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 332 TA) 
(Amendment) , filed August 16, 1968, pub- 
lished FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of August 
27, 1968, and republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: MORGAN DRIVE- 
AWAY, INC., 2800 West Lexington Ave- 
nue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Applicant’s 
representative: Ralph H. Miller (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Buildings in sections, mounted on 
wheeled undercarriages with hitchball 
connector, from points in Vilas County, 
Wis., to points in Montana, for 180 days. 
Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to redescribe the destination States 
proposed to be served. Supporting ship- 
per: Four Seasons Structures, Division of 
C. M. Christiansen Co., Post Office Box 
1, Phelps, Vilas County, Wis. 54554. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor J. H. 
Gray, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 204, 345 
West Wayne Street, Fort Wayne, Ind. 
46802. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 753 TA) filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: MAT- 
LACK, INC., 10 West Baltimore Avenue, 
Lansdowne, Pa. 19050. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: John Nelson (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Sul- 
phuric acid and phosphatic fertilizer 
solutions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the plantsite of Freeport Chemical Co., 
Division of Freeport Sulphur Co. at or 
near Uncle Sam, St. James Parish, La., 
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Dlinois, on and south of U.S. 
Highway 50 including East St. Louis, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, on and south of the Missouri River, 
Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Texas, for 180 


days. Supporting shipper: Freeport Sul- 
phur Co., 161 East 42d Street, New York, 






NOTICES 





N.Y. 10017. Send protests to: Ross A. 
Davis, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 900 U.S. Customhouse, Second and 
Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 626 TA), filed 
September 10, 1968. Applicant: REFRIG- 
ERATED TRANSPORT CO. INC., 
Post Office Box 10799, Station A, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30310. Applicant’s representative: 
B. L. Gundlach (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Carrollton, Macon, Marshall, 
Milan, and Moberly, Mo., to points in 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia, for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: Banquet Canning Co., 
515 Olive Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63101. 
Send protests to: William L. Scroggs, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1252 
West Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga. 
30309. 

No. MC 125946 (Sub-No. 1 TA) (Cor- 
rection) , filed August 28, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of September 5, 
1968, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: G. LEE MASSEY, doing 
business as MOUNTAIN TERRACE, Vic- 
tor, W. Va. 25938. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Brick and tile, from Waynesburg 
and East Canton, Ohio, Darlington and 
Kittanning, Pa., and Pierpont, Va., to 
points in West Virginia, and from Bar- 
boursville and Charleston, W. Va.; to 
points in Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia, for 180 days. 
Note: The purpose of this republica- 
tion is to include destination States of 
North Carolina, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, 
which were inadvertently omitted from 
previous publication. Supporting ship- 
pers: West Virginia Brick Co., Post Office 
Box No. 1071, Charleston, W. Va. 25324, 
Attention: Paul E. Schneider, Sales 
Manager; Barboursville Clay Manufac- 
turing Co., Post Office Box No. 1048, 
Charleston, W. Va. 25324, Attention: 
H. W. Kelly, Secretary-Treasurer. Send 
protests to: H. R. White, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 3202 Federal Of- 
fice Building, Charleston, W. Va. 25301. 

No. MC 129049 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: HAUL- 
AWAY, INC., 15939 Piuma Avenue, Cer- 
ritos, Calif. 90670. Applicant’s represen- 
tative: Ernest D. Salm, 3846 Evans Street, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90027. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Travel trailers and camp- 
ing trailers, in truckaway service, (1) in 
initial movements, from Jackson Center 
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(Shelby County), Ohio, to points in the 
United States, including Alaska, but ex- 
cluding Hawaii; (2) in secondary move- 
ments, from points in the United States, 
including Alaska, but excluding Hawaii, 
to Jackson Center (Shelby County), 
Ohio, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Airstream, 15939 Piuma Avenue, Cerritos, 
Calif. 90701. Send protests to: John E. 
Nance, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- 
erations, Room 7708, Federal Building, 
300 North Los Angeles Street, Los An- 
geles, Calif. 90012. 

No. MC 129664 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: COMET 
MESSENGER AND DELIVERY SERV- 
ICE, INC., 277-283 Clinton Avenue, 
Newark, N.J. 07108. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele 
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dental, optical, 
drug products, biological specimens and 
tests, film and allied photoequipment 
and supplies, in shipments 100 pounds 
or less moving from one consignor to one 
consignee, in specialized service, (1) be- 
tween New York, N.Y., and points in 
Westchester, Rockland, Nassau, and Suf- 
folk Counties; (2) between Philadelphia, 
Pa., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New Jersey, for 150 days. Sup- 
porting shippers: There are approxi- 
mately 27 statements of support attached 
to the application, which may be ex- 
amined here at the Interstate Commerce 
Commis*on in Washington, D.C., or 
copies thereof which may be examined 
at the ficld office named below. Send pro- 
tests to: District Supervisor Robert S. H. 
Vance, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 970 Broad Street, 
Newark, N.J. 07102. 

No. MC 133138 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: INTER- 
ISLAND GARMENT CARRIERS, INC., 
18 Stegman Court, Jersey City, NJ. 
07305. Applicant’s representative: George 
A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, 
N.J. 07306. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Wearing apparel and materials, equip- 
ment, and supplies used or useful in the 
manufacture of wearing apparel, between 
Farmingdale, N.Y., and New York, N.Y., 


for 150 days. Supporting shipper: Colony 
Swim Suits, Inc., 360 Smith Street, 
Farmingdale, Long Island, N.Y. 11735. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor 
Walter J. Grossmann, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
970 Broad Street, Newark, N.J. 07102. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] H. New Garson, 
Secretary. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-11265; Filed, Sept. 16, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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